
           
PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.01, THE GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WILL HOLD AN OPEN MEETING IN
THE SUPERVISORS’ AUDITORIUM, 1400 EAST ASH STREET, GLOBE, ARIZONA. ONE OR MORE BOARD MEMBERS MAY
PARTICIPATE IN THE MEETING BY TELEPHONE CONFERENCE CALL OR BY INTERACTIVE TELEVISION VIDEO (ITV). ANY
MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC IS WELCOME TO ATTEND THE MEETING VIA ITV WHICH IS HELD AT 610 E. HIGHWAY 260,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ CONFERENCE ROOM, PAYSON, ARIZONA. THE AGENDA IS AS FOLLOWS:

REGULAR MEETING - TUESDAY, OCTOBER 22, 2013 - 10:00 A.M.
           

1. CALL TO ORDER - PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - INVOCATION  
 

2. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  
 

A. Information/Discussion/Action to consider approval or denial of Planning and
Zoning Case No. CUP-13-03, an application submitted by Hardscrabble LLC
(Applicant is J Pak) for a Conditional Use Permit on Gila County Assessor's
tax parcel number 301-21-046 located at 6261 Hardscrabble Road in Pine,
Arizona and; further, if the Board of Supervisors denies this application, to
authorize staff to refund the application fee.  (Robert Gould)

 

B. Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 13-10-02, which
approves Gila County Planning and Zoning Case No. CUP-13-02, an
application submitted by Pine Creek Cabins (Applicant/Owner is Barry Hoff)
for a Conditional Use Permit on Gila County Assessor's tax parcel
301-20-015J located at 3885 N. Highway 87 in Pine, Arizona to allow for the
sale of alcoholic beverages as part of the restaurant.  (Robert Gould)

 

3. REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  
 

A. (Motion to adjourn as the Gila County Board of Supervisors and convene
as the Gila County Library District Board of Directors.) 
Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the submission of a State
Grants-In-Aid Application by the Gila County Library District to the Arizona
State Library, Archives and Public Records, Library Development Division, for
the 2013-2014 fiscal year in the amount of $23,000 designated to Gila County
for the period July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014. (Jacque Griffin) (Motion
to adjourn as the Gila County Library District Board of Directors and
reconvene as the Gila County Board of Supervisors.)

 

B. Information/Discussion/Action to submit comments regarding two proposed
actions by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service regarding delisting the grey wolf
and identifying the Mexican wolf as a protected subspecies and revising the
Mexican wolf's 10(j) nonessential experimental population rule.  
(Jacque Griffin)

 

C. Information/Discussion/Action to approve on behalf of Gila County the

  

  



C. Information/Discussion/Action to approve on behalf of Gila County the
"Memorandum of Understanding between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
and the Arizona Counties of Apache, Cochise, Coconino, Gila, Mohave, and
Santa Cruz and the New Mexico Counties of Catron, Cibola, Grant, Hidalgo,
Lincoln, Los Alamos, Luna, McKinley, Mora, San Juan, San Miguel, Santa Fe,
Sierra, and Valencia," to establish a cooperating agency relationship and a
coordinating process in preparing an Environmental Impact Statement to
revise the 1998 Mexican wolf nonessential experimental population rule
(68FR 1752), and authorize the Chairman to sign the Memorandum of
Understanding. (Jacque Griffin)

 

D. Information/Discussion/Action to approve or reject moving forward with the
final phase of the Arizona Public Service Energy Services Company, Inc.'s
(APSES) Energy Audit Report, which is the design and installation of energy
conservation measures as described and recommended by APSES in the
Energy Audit Report.  If the motion is to reject, the County shall pay APSES
$17,690 for the energy audit.  (Steve Stratton)

 

E. Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the Clerk of the Board to remove
Assessor's tax parcel number 207-08-202 from the December 3, 2013, Board
of Supervisors' Property Tax Sale/Auction advertisement; proceed with the
administrative process of selling the parcel to Gila County for $1; and issue a
quit claim deed for said sale.  (Marian Sheppard)

 

F. Information/Discussion/Action to consider a request by an attorney, who is
representing Globe Pacific Associates, for the Board of Supervisors to waive
service of a summons and complaint filed in Arizona Tax Court (Globe Pacific
Associates v. Gila County, TX2013-000423), and to instruct its attorney as to
whether or how to defend against this action.  The Board may vote to go into
executive session pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(3) to receive legal advice
on this item and pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(4) to instruct its attorney
regarding whether or how to defend against the action.  (Bryan Chambers)

 

4. CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  (Any matter on the Consent Agenda
will be removed from the Consent Agenda and discussed and voted upon
as a regular agenda item upon the request of any member of the Board
of Supervisors.)

 

 

A. Approval of Amendment Nos. 5, 6, 7, and 8 to Contract No. A11PC00100
between the Bureau of Indian Affairs and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila
County Juvenile Detention Center, of which the substantive changes include
increasing the contract amount by $30,000 for payment purposes; extending
the term of the contract from March 31, 2013, to March 31, 2014, for
detention and medical services; and increasing the contract amount by .01 for
a total contract amount of $113,400.01.

 

B. Approval of Amendment No. 4 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract
No. ADHS12-007886) between Gila County and the Arizona Department of
Health Services in the amount of $175,140.66 to continue to provide public
health emergency preparedness services for the period of July 1, 2013, to
June 30, 2014.

  

  



 

C. Approval of Amendment No. 2 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract
No. ADHS12-010890) between the Gila County Division of Health and
Emergency Services and the Arizona Department of Health Services in the
amount of $5,488 for the continuation of the Commodities Supplemental Food
Program (CSFP) and Senior Farmer's Market Nutrition Program (SFMNP) for
the period October 1, 2013, to September 30, 2014.

 

D. Approval of a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the County of
Gila and the Town of Hayden, which is written in compliance with the
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) approved by the Board of Supervisors on
July 16, 2013.  The Town of Hayden has applied for Community Development
Block Grant Funds (CDBG) to provide housing rehabilitation within the Town
of Hayden, and it is requesting that the Gila County Community Services
Division provide technical support.

 

E. Approval of Amendment No. 9 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract
No. DE111073001) between the Arizona Department of Economic Security
(DES)and the Gila County Division of Community Services, Community
Action/Housing Services, changing the reimbursement ceiling for the service
Case Management from $328,344 to $341,542 and the reimbursement ceiling
for Community Services from $150,000 to $151,400. The Background Checks
for Employment through the Central Registry section located in the DES
Special Terms and Conditions is replaced in its entirety. Changes will be
effective on the date of the last signature through June 30, 2014.

 

F. Approval of Amendment No. 11 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract
DE111006001) between the Arizona Department of Economic Security and
Gila County Board of Supervisors decreasing the reimbursement ceiling from
$8,577,410 to 8,427,410.  The decrease of $150,000 is movement
of Dislocated Worker funds to the Nineteen Tribal Nations Workforce
Investment Area in order that they may continue to serve the dislocated
workers previously reported under Gila County.

 

G. Approval to reappoint Clint Miller and Perry Schaal to serve a 4-year term of
office on the Gila County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board, from
January 1, 2014, to December 31, 2017.

 

H. Authorization of the Chairman's signature on Amendment No. 1 to Contract
No. 062512-1 between Gila County and WCD Enterprises, LLC. to extend the
contract per Exhibit "C"-Term and Renewal, for the period of September 18,
2013, to September 17, 2014; and to provide for janitorial services for
southern Gila County.

 

I. Acknowledgment of the August 2013 monthly activity report submitted by the
Recorder's Office.

 

J. Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by
the Clerk of the Superior Court's Office.

 

K. Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by

  

  



K. Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by
Payson Regional Constable's Office

 

L. Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by
the Payson Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.

 

M. Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by
the Globe Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.

 

N. Approval of the September 17, 2013, September 24, 2013, September 27,
2013, October 1, 2013, and October 8, 2013, Board of Supervisors meeting
minutes; and October 1, 2013, and October 8, 2013, Board of Equalization
meeting minutes.

 

O. Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by
the County Manager for the weeks of September 16, 2013, to September 20,
2013; September 23, 2013, to September 27, 2013; and September 30, 2013,
to October 4, 2013.

 

P. Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of October 8,
2013, October 15, 2013, and October 22, 2013.

 

 

5. CALL TO THE PUBLIC:  Call to the Public is held for public benefit to allow
individuals to address the Board of Supervisors on any issue within the
jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors. Board members may not discuss
items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant
to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), at the conclusion of an open call
to the public, individual members of the Board of Supervisors may respond
to criticism made by those who have addressed the Board, may ask staff to
review a matter or may ask that a matter be put on a future agenda for
further discussion and decision at a future date.

 

 

6. At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02(K), members
of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief Administrator may present a brief
summary of current events. No action may be taken on issues presented.

 

 

IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS EARLY AS
POSSIBLE TO ARRANGE THE ACCOMMODATIONS. FOR TTY, PLEASE DIAL 7-1-1 TO REACH THE ARIZONA RELAY SERVICE
AND ASK THE OPERATOR TO CONNECT YOU TO (928) 425-3231.

THE BOARD MAY VOTE TO HOLD AN EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING LEGAL ADVICE FROM THE
BOARD’S ATTORNEY ON ANY MATTER LISTED ON THE AGENDA PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.03(A)((3)

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING

  

  



   

ARF-2080     Public Hearing      2. A.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Robert Gould, Community
Development Division Director

Submitted By: Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division

Department: Community Development Division Division: Community Development Administration

Information
Request/Subject
Planning and Zoning Case No. CUP-13-03 for Hardscrabble LLC (Applicant: J Pak).  At this time, due to
the Planning and Zoning Commission and the Community Development Director recommending denial
of this application, a resolution is not being presented to the Board of Supervisors at this time.  If the
Board of Supervisor approves this application, the resolution will be submitted at the next regular
Board of Supervisors meeting.

Background Information
The subject property is located at 6261 Hardscrabble Mesa Road in Pine, AZ and is known as Gila
County Assessor's tax parcel number 301-21-046. 

On October 12, 2012, the Gila County Board of Supervisors approved two applications for this
property.  One application changed the Comprehensive Plan land use designation from "Residential" to
"Neighborhood Commercial."  The other application applied "Transitional Residential (TR)" zoning to the
property.  At the time, Mr. Verheyan stated that it was his intent to have a small business such as a real
estate office or candle shop operate at this location.

The applicant now proposes to operate a restaurant with indoor and outdoor service, as well as
entertainment with sales of beer and wine.

On September 19, 2013, the Gila County Planning and Zoning Commission held a public hearing on
this application and expressed these concerns:

1.  Due to the small size of the property the applicant cannot meet minimum parking requirements.
2.  Over-large trucks blocking the 10' wide easement providing access to residential units in the rear of
the property. 
3.  Whether there is adequate land area to do what the applicant wants to do.

Planning and Zoning Commissioner Mary Lou Myers moved that the application be approved with the
following conditions:

1.  Outside dining is permitted but not the playing of music.
2.  All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjoining residential uses.
3.  The primary use of this property will be a restaurant and not a place for bar patrons only.
4.  Adequate security fencing shall be installed to keep any alcoholic beverages on the property.
5.  The 10' wide access easement will not be blocked.

Motion failed with a vote of 3 aye and 4 nay.

Evaluation
The TR zoning district allows a limited degree of commercial development.  The primary purpose is to



The TR zoning district allows a limited degree of commercial development.  The primary purpose is to
ensure that any use is compatible with adjacent residential uses.

Our current zoning ordinance allows us to consider an activity that is not outright permitted through
the conditional use permit process where conditions may be applied to ensure compatibility with
surrounding land uses.

TR zoning limits commercial development to no greater than 2500 square feet and limits hours of
operation from 6am to 11pm.

Any use established on this property through the conditional use permit process should be compatible
with the residential zoned property to the south and west.

There are several issues that should be looked at for compatibility:

a.  Noise:  Playing music until 11 pm outside can be disturbing to residential properties.
b.  Lighting:  Lighting needs to occur in a manner that assures surrounding residential properties will
not be adversely affected.
c.  Sales of alcoholic beverages in residential areas need to have adequate controls so it does not become
a nuisance to surrounding property owners.
d.  Dust from unpaved parking facilities can be a nuisance to surrounding properties.

Conclusion
Residential development is very close to the side and rear property lines of this parcel.  Because of this
we should take appropriate action to include the following:

1.  Limit the amount of dust that can be emitted into the air through customer traffic.
2.  Limit the amount of noise from music that can cause disruption to residential uses.
3.  Limit the spillage of light onto adjacent residential properties.
4.  Sale of alcoholic beverages should be limited to patrons who come for meals and not allow the
establishment of a bar for drinking customers only.

Adjoining residential development is rural as compared with urban residential development of small lots
and close proximity to each other.  Because of this it is important that the potential intrusions from this
proposed land use activity be limited.  These intrusions include the four issues identified above.

Recommendation
Staff believes that due to the fact that staff voiced support for this application in the beginning that it
may be appropriate to refund the application fee to the applicant.  The applicant may not have filed the
application if staff had expressed concerns in the beginning of the application process.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to consider approval or denial of Planning and Zoning Case No.
CUP-13-03, an application submitted by Hardscrabble LLC (Applicant is J Pak) for a Conditional Use
Permit on Gila County Assessor's tax parcel number 301-21-046 located at 6261 Hardscrabble Road in
Pine, Arizona and; further, if the Board of Supervisors denies this application, to authorize staff to
refund the application fee.  (Robert Gould)

Attachments
Staff Report
Legal Notice
Opposition Letter
Opposition Letter 2
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I APPLICATION 

Applicant Name J Pak 

Applicant Address PO Box 2033, Pine, Arizona 

Site Address 6261 Hardscrabble Road, Pine, AZ 

APN Number 301-21-046 

Current Zoning  TR – Transitional Residential 
 
Intent and Purpose:  

a. To provide a degree of flexibility in land use in 
transitional areas where a mixture of residential and 
light commercial uses will be beneficial.  

b.  To allow for certain mixed-use developments subject to 
an approved site plan, provided such developments shall 
be in harmony with, and will result in a minimum 
disruption to, surrounding uses.  

c. To create transitional zones to serve as buffers between 
residential districts and commercial or industrial 
districts.  

 

Current Comprehensive 
Plan Designation 

Neighborhood Commercial: The Neighborhood 

Commercial category denotes the areas of the county where 

limited shopping and basic commercial services for the 

immediate area are preferred. Neighborhood Commercial 

areas shall not be greater than five (5) acres in size and shall 

be designed to be compatible with the character of the 

surrounding community. Neighborhood Commercial 

facilities are typically, but not always, located at 

intersections of streets that include traffic which is primarily 

generated from the immediate area. 

Application Number CUP-13-03 
 
 

II Purpose & Description 
 

On October 12, 2012 the Board of Supervisors approved two applications for this property. One 
application changed the Comprehensive Plan land use designation from Residential to 
Neighborhood Commercial. The other application applied Transitional Residential (TR) zoning to 
the property.  Mr. Verhayan stated that it was his intent to have a small business such as a real 
estate office or candle shop operate at this location. 
 
The applicant now proposes to operate a restaurant with indoor and outdoor service, as well as 
entertainment with sales of Beer and Wine. 
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III Zoning Regulations 
 

 
Applicant Parcel 
 
Zoning for the surrounding properties are either Commercial or Residential. The above 
map depicts the current zoning situation for the area. 
 
The transitional residential zoning district allows a limited degree of commercial 
development. The primary purpose is to ensure that any use is compatible with adjacent 
residential uses. 
 
Our current zoning ordinance allows us to consider an activity that is not outright 
permitted through the conditional use permit process where conditions may be applied to 
ensure compatibility with surrounding land uses. 
 
TR zoning limits commercial development to no greater than 2500 square feet and limits 
hours of operation from 6AM to 11PM. 
 
Any use established on this property through the conditional use permit process should 
be compatible with the residential zoned property to the south and west. 
 

IV Primary issue or issues to consider 
 

There are several issues that should be looked at for compatibility: 
 

a. Noise: Playing music till 11 PM outside can be disturbing to residential properties  
b. Lighting: Lighting needs to occur in a manner that assures surrounding 

residential properties will not be adversely affected. 
c. Sale of alcoholic beverages in residential areas needs to have adequate controls 

so it does not become a nuisance to surrounding property owners. 
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d. Dust from unpaved parking facilities can be a nuisance to surrounding 
properties. 

  

V Background 
 

As stated earlier the current zoning on this property was established approximately one year 
ago. At that time the applicant wanted C-2 commercial, but after meetings with staff they 
decided to apply for TR zoning because staff wouldn’t support the request for commercial 
zoning.  

 
At that time staff felt that zoning this property C-2 would allow land use activities that could be  
detrimental to surrounding residential properties. These uses could be established with no 
legislative review and limited right of staff to deny.  C-2 zoning would allow the establishment of 
restaurants with live music and no limitations on hours or whether they operated inside or 
outside.  There would also be no limits to the size of the establishment. 

 

VI Analysis 
 

Residential development is very close to the side and rear property lines of this parcel. Because 
of this we should take appropriate action to include the following: 
 

1. Limit the amount of dust that can be emitted into the air through customer traffic. 
2. Limit the amount of noise from music that can cause disruption to residential uses 
3. Limit the spillage of light onto adjacent residential properties 
4. Sales of alcoholic beverages should be limited to patrons who come for meals and not 

allow the establishment of a bar for drinking customers only. 
  

Existing adjoining residential development 

            
 

VII Summary  
 

Adjoining residential development is rural as compared with urban residential development of 
small lots and close proximity to each other. Because of this it is important that the potential 
intrusions from this proposed land use activity be limited. These intrusions include the four 
issues identified above. 
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VIII Recommendation 
 

Staff would recommend that the Planning and Zoning Commission recommend approval of this 
application to the Board of Supervisors with the following conditions: 
 

1. Outside dining is permitted but not the playing of music. 
2. The parking facilities will be paved to decrease road dust. 
3. All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjoining residential uses. 
4. The primary use of this property will be a restaurant and not a place for bar patrons 

only. 
5. Adequate security fencing shall be installed to keep any alcoholic beverages on the 

property. 
  
IX Planning & Zoning Commission Hearing – September 19, 2013 
 

The Planning & Zoning Commission held a public hearing on this application on September 19, 
2013.  Several concerns were expressed at the conclusion of the public hearing: 
 

1. Concerns that due to the small size of the property the applicant cannot meet minimum 
parking requirements 

2. Concerns over large truck blocking the 10 foot wide easement providing access to 
residential units in the rear of the property 

3. Concerns over whether there is adequate land area to do what the applicant wants to 
do. 

 
Motion to approve: 
 
Mary Lou Myers moved that the application should be approved with the following conditions: 
 

1. Outside dining is permitted but not the playing of music. 
2. All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjoining residential uses. 
3. The primary use of this property will be a restaurant and not a place for bar patrons 

only. 
4. Adequate security fencing shall be installed to keep any alcoholic beverages on the 

property. 
5. The 10’ wide access easement will not be blocked 

 
Motion failed with a vote of 3 aye and 4 Nay. 

 
 

 Staff believes that due to the fact that staff voiced support for this application in the beginning 
that it may be appropriate to refund the application fee to the applicant. The applicant may not 
have filed the application if I had expressed my concerns in the beginning. 
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ARF-2081     Public Hearing      2. B.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Robert Gould, Community
Development Division Director

Submitted By: Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division

Department: Community Development Division Division: Community Development Administration

Information
Request/Subject
Adoption of Resolution No. 13-10-02 regarding Planning and Zoning Case No. CUP-13-02 for Pine Creek
Cabins (Applicant is Barry Hoff.)

Background Information
The subject property is located at 3885 N. Hwy 87 in Pine, AZ.; Gila County Assessor's tax parcel
number 301-20-015J.

Property is currently zoned TR – Transitional Residential
Intent and Purpose of TR Zoning:
a. To provide a degree of flexibility in land use in transitional areas where a mixture of residential and
light commercial uses will be beneficial.
b. To allow for certain mixed-use developments subject to an approved site plan, provided such
developments shall be in harmony with, and will result in a minimum disruption to, surrounding uses.
c. To create transitional zones to serve as buffers between residential districts and commercial or
industrial districts.

Current Comprehensive Plan Designation is "Multi-Functional Corridor."  The Multi-Functional Corridor
category denotes areas of the county that are located adjacent to a primary transportation route and
where a mixture of land uses are desirable based upon the specific locational characteristics of use
opportunities resulting from proximity to and visibility of a primary vehicular transportation corridor.
The uses permitted in the Multi-Functional Corridor category are intended to respond to the unique
opportunities, scale and functions that exist in the different areas of the county. Development in this
category typically occurs on lots that are wide and shallow due to the linear nature of the adjacent
transportation facilities. The potential negative impacts of a linear development pattern, if any, should
be addressed through site planning, buffering and after design considerations. Additional uses
permitted within the category shall include farming, ranching and those uses otherwise permitted by
state statute.

Evaluation
The purpose of this application is to consider the allowance of sale of alcoholic beverages as part of the
restaurant.

The Transitional Residential (TR) zoning district allows a limited degree of commercial development.  The
primary purpose is to ensure that any use is compatible with adjacent residential uses.  TR zoning
limits commercial development to no greater than 2500 square feet and limits hours of operation from
6am to 11pm.

To the east of this property is undeveloped residential zoned property.

There are several issues that should be looked at for compatibility:

a. Noise: Playing music until 11 PM outside can be disturbing to residential properties.
b. Lighting: Lighting needs to occur in a manner that assures surrounding residential properties will not
be adversely affected.
c. Sales of alcoholic beverages in residential areas need to have adequate controls so it does not become
a nuisance to surrounding property owners.



a nuisance to surrounding property owners.
d. Dust from unpaved parking facilities can be a nuisance to surrounding properties.

Conclusion
In June 2005, a Conditional Use Permit was approved to operate a restaurant on this property. The
Board of Supervisors applied two conditions at that time:

1) Adequate parking shall be provided on site pursuant to Section 106.3 of the Gila County Zoning
Ordinance; and 2) at any time the premises is the subject of a liquor or beer/wine license, this permit
will immediately be referred to the Planning & Zoning Commission for appropriate action.

The purpose of this application is to address the second condition. This is a new application, not a
request to amend the current CUP.

Recommendation
The Gila County Planning and Zoning Commission held a public hearing on September 19, 2013, and
unanimously recommends approval of the Conditional Use Permit.  It is recommended that the Board of
Supervisors adopt Resolution No. 13-10-02, which authorizes the issuance of a Conditional Use Permit
to Pine Creek Cabins with the following conditions being met:

1.  All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjoining residential uses.
2.  The primary use of this property will be a restaurant and not a place for bar patrons only.
3.  There will be no service of alcoholic beverages outside.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 13-10-02, which approves Gila County Planning
and Zoning Case No. CUP-13-02, an application submitted by Pine Creek Cabins (Applicant/Owner is
Barry Hoff) for a Conditional Use Permit on Gila County Assessor's tax parcel 301-20-015J located at
3885 N. Highway 87 in Pine, Arizona to allow for the sale of alcoholic beverages as part of the
restaurant.  (Robert Gould)

Attachments
Board of Supervisors Staff Report by R. Gould
Legal Ad
Resolution and Exhibit
Opposition Letter
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I APPLICATION 

Applicant Name Pine Creek Cabins 

Applicant Address HC1 Box 614, Strawberry, AZ 85544 

Site Address 3885 N. Highway 87, Pine, AZ 85544 

APN Number 301-20-15J 

Current Zoning  TR – Transitional Residential 
 
Intent and Purpose:  

a. To provide a degree of flexibility in land use in 
transitional areas where a mixture of residential and 
light commercial uses will be beneficial.  

b.  To allow for certain mixed-use developments subject to 
an approved site plan, provided such developments shall 
be in harmony with, and will result in a minimum 
disruption to, surrounding uses.  

c. To create transitional zones to serve as buffers between 
residential districts and commercial or industrial 
districts.  

 

Current Comprehensive 
Plan Designation 

Multi-Functional Corridor: The Multi-Functional 

Corridor category denotes areas of the county that are 

located adjacent to a primary transportation route and where 

a mixture of land uses are desirable based upon the specific 

locational characteristics of use opportunities resulting from 

proximity to and visibility of a primary vehicular 

transportation corridor. The uses permitted in the Multi-

Functional Corridor category are intended to respond to the 

unique opportunities, scale and functions that exist in the 

different areas of the county. Development in this category 

typically occurs on lots that are wide and shallow due to the 

linear nature of the adjacent transportation facilities. The 

potential negative impacts of a linear development pattern, 

if any, should be addressed through site planning, buffering 

and after design considerations. Additional uses permitted 

within the category shall include farming, ranching and 

those uses otherwise permitted by state statute. 

Application Number CUP-13-02 
 

II Purpose & Description 
 

The purpose of this application is to consider the allowance of sale of alcoholic beverages as part of the 
restaurant.  
 
 
 
 
 

III Zoning Regulations 



3 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Zon ing f o r  t he sur round ing p roper t ies are Transit ional Resident ial. The above m ap  

dep ict s t he cur rent  zon ing sit uat ion  f o r  t he area. 
 

The t ransit ional resident ial zon ing d ist r ict  allow s a lim it ed  degree o f  com m ercial 

developm ent . The p r im ary purpose is t o  ensure t hat  any use is com pat ib le w it h  

ad jacent  resident ial uses. 
 

TR zon ing lim it s com m ercial developm ent  t o  no great er  t han 2500 square f eet  and  

lim it s hours o f  operat ion  f rom  6AM t o  11PM. 

 

To t he east  o f  t h is p roper t y is som e undeveloped  resident ial zoned  p roper t y. 

 

IV Primary issue or issues to consider 
 

There are several issues that should be looked at for compatibility: 
 

a. Noise: Playing music till 11 PM outside can be disturbing to residential properties  
b. Lighting: Lighting needs to occur in a manner that assures surrounding residential properties 

will not be adversely affected. 
c. Sale of alcoholic beverages in residential areas needs to have adequate controls so it does not 

become a nuisance to surrounding property owners. 
d. Dust from unpaved parking facilities can be a nuisance to surrounding properties. 

 

V Background 
 
 

In June of 2005 a conditional Use Permit was approved to operate a restaurant on this property. There were two 
conditions applied at that time: 
 

1. Adequate parking shall be provided on site pursuant to Section 106.3 of the Gila County Zoning 
Ordinance, and 

2. At any time the premises is the subject of a liquor or beer/wine license, this permit will immediately be 
referred to the Planning & Zoning Commission for appropriate action. 
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The purpose of this application is to address the second condition. This is a new application not a request to   
amend the current CUP. 

 

VI Analysis 
 

Residential development is very close to the side and rear property lines of this parcel. Because of this we should 
take appropriate action to include the following: 
 

1. Limit the amount of dust that can be emitted into the air through customer traffic. 
2. Sales of alcoholic beverages should be limited to patrons who come for meals and not allow the 

establishment of a bar for drinking customers only. 
  

         
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Current Parking Facilities 

Pine Community Center is 

directly across the street 

Residential Property to the 
immediate south that is 
zoned TR 
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VII Summary  
 

The issuance of this Conditional Use Permit is not a guarantee that the applicant will be able 

to obtain a liquor license. Directly across the street is the Community Center on land owned 
by the Pine School District. While this land is not a school there is a school adjacent to this 

parcel on the west. The recreation field and school are just outside the 300 foot limit referred 

to in the following Arizona Revised Statutes (§4-207). 
 

4-207. Restrictions on licensing premises near school or church buildings; definitions 

 

A. A retailer's license shall not be issued for any premises which are, at the time the license 
application is received by the director, within three hundred horizontal feet of a church, 

within three hundred horizontal feet of a public or private school building with 

kindergarten programs or any of grades one through twelve or within three hundred 
horizontal feet of a fenced recreational area adjacent to such school building. This section 

does not prohibit the renewal of a valid license issued pursuant to this title if, on the date 

that the original application for the license is filed, the premises were not within three 

hundred horizontal feet of a church, within three hundred horizontal feet of a public or 
private school building with kindergarten programs or any of grades one through twelve 

or within three hundred horizontal feet of a fenced recreational area adjacent to such 

school building. 
 

There is also another restaurant located immediately south of the Community Center that does not serve alcoholic 

beverages. This restaurant is within 300 feet of the school recreation field. 
 

VIII Recommendation 
 

Staff would recommend that the Planning and Zoning Commission recommend approval of this application to 
the Board of Supervisors with the following conditions: 
 

1. The parking facilities will be paved to decrease road dust. 
2. All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjoining residential uses. 

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/4/00207.htm&Title=4&DocType=ARS
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3. The primary use of this property will be a restaurant and not a place for bar patrons only. 
4. There will be no service of alcoholic beverages outside. 

 
IX Planning and Zoning Commission Hearing 
 

The Planning & Zoning Commission held a public hearing to consider an application to allow the sale of alcoholic 
beverages in the old Nifty 50s’ Restaurant located on Highway 87 in Pine. 

 
The Commission raised several issues during this hearing: 
 

1. The Commission felt that to require the applicant to pave was not necessary. If the purpose here was to 
prevent dust then there were other options much less expensive. 

2. That the property needed to become more productive part of the tax roles. 
3. Even though the School is just over 300 feet and the property across the street is owned by the school 

district this won’t stop them from obtaining a Liquor License. 
 
 
 
 

Motion from Commission: 
 

Lori Brown moved this application with the following conditions: 
 

1. All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjoining residential uses. 
2. The primary use of this property will be a restaurant and not a place for bar patrons only. 
3. There will be no service of alcoholic beverages outside. 

 
 

 





 
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-10-02 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF GILA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, APPROVING GILA COUNTY PLANNING AND 
ZONING DEPARTMENT CASE NO. CUP-13-02, A REQUEST BY 
BARRY HOFF (PINE CREEK CABINS) FOR A CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT ON GILA COUNTY ASSESSOR’S TAX PARCEL NUMBER  
301-20-015J LOCATED AT 3885 N. HIGHWAY 87 IN PINE, ARIZONA. 
 

WHEREAS, the Gila County Planning and Zoning Commission, at a duly noticed public 
hearing held on September 19, 2013, has recommended to the Board of Supervisors of Gila 
County, Arizona, that a Conditional Use Permit request, set forth in the attached Exhibit “A”, be 
adopted as provided in Section 11-829, Arizona Revised Statutes; and 
 
WHEREAS, after holding a public hearing as provided by law, the Board of Supervisors of Gila 
County, Arizona, is of the opinion that the adoption of such recommendation would be in the 
best interest of Gila County. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Gila County Board of Supervisors, at a 
regularly scheduled and duly noticed public hearing, did pass and adopt Gila County Planning 
and Zoning Department Case No. CUP-13-02, as set forth in the attached Exhibit “A” and that 
said zoning request become effective November 21, 2013. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 22nd day of October 2013, at Globe, Gila County, Arizona. 
 
Attest:      GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
  
 
_______________________________ ________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard    Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
______________________________ 
Bryan Chambers 
Deputy Attorney Principal 
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EXHIBIT “A” to Resolution No. 13-10-02 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 

PLANNING AND ZONING CASE NO. CUP-13-02 FOR 
BARRY HOFF (PINE CREEK CABINS) 

 Gila County Assessor’s Tax Parcel Numbers 301-20-015J 
Currently zoned TR 

 
 

Conditional Uses and Conditional Use Permits: 
 
 
A.  GENERAL: 

     
As defined in Section 102, Conditional Uses are those uses which, although not specifically 
permitted in a given zoning district, would become harmonious or compatible with neighboring 
uses through the application and maintenance of qualifying conditions.  Conditional Use Permits 
shall be issued setting forth all qualifying conditions subject to the procedures for rezoning found 
in Section 105 amendment Procedures. 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors has approved a Conditional Use Permit to allow the 
restaurant located at 3885 N. Highway 87 in Pine, AZ to sell alcoholic beverages with the 
following conditions: 
 
1.  All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjoining residential uses. 
2. The primary use of this property will be a restaurant and not a place for bar patrons only. 
3. There will be no service of alcoholic beverages outside. 
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ARF-2125     Regular Agenda Item      3. A.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Jacque Griffin, Asst. County
Manager/Librarian

Submitted By: Mary Stemm, Library Assistant Senior,
Asst County Manager/Library District

Department: Asst County Manager/Library District Division: Library District
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

7/1/2013-6/30/2014 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Information
Request/Subject
State Grants-in-Aid Application 2014 for the Gila County Library District

Background Information
State Grants-in-Aid (SGIA) is a recurring grant from the Arizona State Library Archives and Public Records provided
to county library districts and large municipal libraries.  The funding comes from the State of Arizona to benefit
libraries throughout Arizona.  This grant money is to be used for programming, supplies, equipment, training, and
materials and cannot be used for salaries or as match money for other grants.

Evaluation
The Gila County Library District will be using the SGIA 2014 monies to provide training, travel, equipment
upgrades, collection development, and provide for special projects throughout the Gila County Library District.  We
will keep a portion of the funds at the district level, and give a portion of the funds to each of the libraries.
 
FOR THE DISTRICT AS A WHOLE: 30% or $7,000
We use these funds in various ways to supplement our services to the eight affiliate libraries. 

Part of SGIA funds are earmarked for the AZLA conference to encourage networking with other library piers,
travel and training opportunities, both for the district staff, and staff at the eight libraries.
We will continue to provide the Ebsco Standard Catalog “5 pack” database for the Affiliate and District staff’s
use.
We will continue to purchase public access to a genealogy database and the Learning Express Databases.
The District will again bulk purchase Movie Licensing USA for the Affiliate Libraries in order for all to comply
with the copyright laws.

 
FOR THE INDIVIDUAL LIBRARIES: 70% OR $16,000
Each library in the District will be allocated $2,000 to be spent on programs, projects or materials that the local
librarian has determined is important to them, but that they do not have funds for in their regular budgets.  These
projects may include computer upgrades, collection development of both print and non-print materials, supplies,
equipment, and summer reading supplies. In past years, SGIA funds have been used at the local level to provide for
special programs, such as guest speakers and workshops in connection with Summer Reading Programs.  Since the
eight libraries are vastly different, their needs are also vastly different and varied.  In fact, the only common thread
is that they all have needs that their regular budgets do not cover. 

Conclusion
The State Grants-in-Aid (SGIA) grant provides for programming, supplies, training, and equipment that benefit
library services in all of Gila County.

Recommendation
The District recommends that the County apply for State Grants-In-Aid 2014 to enhance needed services,
materials, resources and supplies for the library patrons of Gila County.

Suggested Motion
(Motion to adjourn as the Gila County Board of Supervisors and convene as the Gila County Library District



(Motion to adjourn as the Gila County Board of Supervisors and convene as the Gila County Library District
Board of Directors.)  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the submission of a State Grants-In-Aid
Application by the Gila County Library District to the Arizona State Library, Archives and Public Records, Library
Development Division, for the 2013-2014 fiscal year in the amount of $23,000 designated to Gila County for the
period July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014. (Jacque Griffin) (Motion to adjourn as the Gila County Library
District Board of Directors and reconvene as the Gila County Board of Supervisors.)

Attachments
State Award Letter
Grant Application
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Grant Application Cover Sheet
Current Status: Incomplete Application
Date Certification Received:
None

General Project Information

Gila County Library District
Guerrero Building
1400 E Ash St
Globe, AZ85501-1414

DUNS Number: 74462102

Password: gila

Does the applicant meet all the
eligibility criteria for a
library?

{it Yes (' No

If no, what criteria is the
applicant missing?

Project Contact Information

Contact Name Jacque Griffin

E-mail Address jgriffin@co.gila.az.us

r Use Library Address as Contact Address

Mailing
Address 1

1400 E Ash St

Mailing
Address 2

City Globe

http://www.azlibrary .gov/alts/GrantApplication.aspx 9/26/2013
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State AZ

Zip Code 85501

Phone 928-402-8770

Fax 928-425-3462

Legal Administrator Information

~ The Project Contact is the Legal Administrator

Title

First Name Jacque

Last Name Griffin

E-mail jgriffin@co.gila.az.us
Address

Mailing 1400 E Ash sr
Address 1

Mailing
Address 2

City Globe

State AZ

Zip Code 85501

Phone 928-402-8770

http://www.azlibrary.goY/alts/GrantAppiication.aspx 9/2612013
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Fax 928-425-3462

If this grant is
awarded, what
entity should
the award
check be made
out to?

Gila County Library District

http://www.azlibrary.gov/alts/GrantApplication.aspx 9/2612013



DESCRIPTION OF EXPECTED USE OF SGIA FUNDS:
The Gila County Library District will be using the SGIA 2014 monies to provide
training, travel, equipment upgrades, collection development, and provide for special
projects throughout the Gila County Library District. We will keep a portion of the funds
at the district level, and give a portion of the funds to each of the libraries.

FOR THE DISTRICT AS A WHOLE: 30% or $7,000
We use these funds in various ways to supplement our services to the eight affiliate
libraries.

• Part of SGIA funds are earmarked for the AZLA conference to encourage
networking with other library piers, travel and training opportunities, both for the
district staff, and staff at the eight libraries.

• We will continue to provide the Wilson Standard Catalog "5 pack" database for
the Affiliate and District staffs use.

• We will continue to purchase public access to a genealogy database and the
Learning Express Databases.

• The District will again bulk purchase Movie Licensing USA for the Affiliate
Libraries in order for all to comply with the copyright laws.

FOR THE INDIVIDUAL LIBRARIES: 70% OR $16,000

Each library in the district will be allocated $2,000.00 to be spent on programs, projects
or materials that the local librarian has determined is important to them, but that they do
not have funds for in their regular budgets. These projects may include computer
upgrades, collection development of both print and non-print materials, supplies,
equipment, and summer reading supplies. In past years, SGIA funds have been used at
the local level to provide for special programs, such as guest speakers and workshops in
connection with Summer Reading Programs. Since the eight libraries are vastly different,
their needs are also vastly different and varied. In fact, the only common thread is that
they all have needs that their regular budgets do not cover.
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Application Fiscal Report

I Salaries & Benefits

Type Vendor Grant Funds Local Funds Cash Total

Salaries & Benefits $0.00 $50,500.00 $50,500.00 Edit
Delete

$0.00 $50,500.00 $50,500.00

Contractual Services $600.00 $0.00 $600.00 Edit
Delete

Ebsco Core EditContractual Services Collections Full $1,168.70 $0.00 $1,168.70 DeletePack

Contractual Services Genealogy $1,000.00 $500.00 $1,500.00 Edit
Database Delete

Contractual Services Learning Express $3,910.00 $0.00 $3,910.00 Edit
Delete

Contractual Services Movie Licensing $1,225.00 $0.00 $1,225.00 Edit
USA Delete

$7,903.70 $500.00 $8,403.70

Travel $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Edit
Delete

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Equipment $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Edit
Delete

Equipment Various $5,200.00 $0.00 $5,200.00 Edit
Delete

$5,200.00 $0.00 $5,200.00

Software $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Edit
Delete

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Library Collection $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Edit

Materials Delete
Library Collection Various $9,500.00 $0.00 $9,500.00 Edit

Materials Delete
$9,500.00 $0.00 $9,500.00

Supplies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Edit
Delete

Supplies Various $396.30 $0.00 $396.30 Edit
Delete

$396.30 $0.00 $396.30

Other $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Edit
Delete

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Addi

$23,000.00 $5J ,000.00 $74,000.00

http://www .azlibrary .govlalts/GrantBudget.aspx 9/2612013



Certification of Application
I certify this application to be true and accurate to the best of my knowledge. On behalf of all organizations participating in this
application, I hereby assure and certify that I will comply with all regulations, policies, guidelines and requirements pertinent to the
application and to the use of award funds. Funds will not be used for indirect or administrative costs. The applicant agrees to submit
a final report, which will include a narrative, budget and certification by the final report deadline. If this application is approved, I
certify that the project will begin promptly, and will be completed as described.

Library Name: Gila County Library District
Project Name: SGIA-2014-Gila County Library District

Authorizing Official's Name: Michael A. Pastor

Authorizing Official's Title: Chairman of the Gila County Library District Board of Directors
Mailing address:
Gila County Library District
1400 E Ash St
Globe, AZ 85501

Authorizing Official Signature for Gila County Library District Date

View Grant Application Report

IMPORTANT
This form MUST be postmarked by the due date in order
to be eligible for consideration. Please type or print clearly.

MAIL COMPLETED APPLICATION TO:
Grants Administrator
Library Development Division
Carnegie Center
1101 W. Washington
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Arizona State Library, Archives and Public Records Date

Approved as to form
Bryan Chambers



   

ARF-2146     Regular Agenda Item      3. B.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Jacque Griffin,
Asst. County
Manager/Librarian

Submitted By: Jacque Griffin, Asst. County
Manager/Librarian, Asst County
Manager/Library District

Department: Asst County Manager/Library District

Information
Request/Subject
Submit official comments on the proposed revision to the Mexican wolf's 10(j) rule and
the proposal to delist grey wolves.

Background Information
On June 13, 2013, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) published two
proposed actions in the U.S. Federal Register proposing to revise the Mexican wolf's
10(j) nonessential experimental population rule and proposing to delist the grey wolf
as an endangered species, with an accompanying proposal to list the Mexican wolf as
an endangered subspecies of the grey wolf. The original deadline for submitting
comments on these two proposals was September 11, 2013. The comment period
deadline was extended to October 28, 2013, for these two proposals.

They are listed in the Federal Register under Docket number: FWS-HQ-ES-2013-0073
and FWS-R2-ES-2013-0056. 

These two proposed actions are separate and distinct from the comment and public
scoping period associated with the development of a draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the newly proposed 10(j) rule for Mexican wolf. This Board
approved and submitted comments related to that action on September 17, 2013.

Evaluation
Both of these separate but related proposals could have an impact on the citizens of
Gila County. There are no planned public hearings in Arizona on these issues. In
addition, the public hearing that was scheduled for October 4, 2013, in Albuquerque,
NM, was canceled due to the Federal Government shutdown.

Conclusion
The County needs to continue to provide official comments to each of the various
related but separate proposals by the USFWS regarding the delisting of the grey wolf,
identifying the Mexican wolf as a protected subspecies, and modifying the
nonessential experimental 10(j) rule that regulates the handling of the Mexican wolf
population. 

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Board approve comments for submission to the USFWS
regarding these two proposed actions.
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Jacque Griffin, Asst. County
Manager/Librarian, Asst County
Manager/Library District

Asst County Manager/Library District



Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to submit comments regarding two proposed actions
by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service regarding delisting the grey wolf and identifying
the Mexican wolf as a protected subspecies and revising the Mexican wolf's 10(j)
nonessential experimental population rule.  
(Jacque Griffin)

Attachments
USFWS Wolf Press Release
Federal Register Notice on 10(j) revision
Federal Register Notice on delisting Grey wolf and protecting Mexican Wolf
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Office of Communications  
4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS-330 
Arlington, VA 22203 
Phone: 703-358-2220 
Fax:  703-358-1973 
http://www.fws.gov 

 
For Immediate Release 
June 7, 2013 

Contact: 
Chris Tollefson – 703-358-2222 

Chris_Tollefson@fws.gov 
 

Service Proposes to Return Management and Protection of Gray Wolves to 
State Wildlife Professionals Following Successful Recovery Efforts 

 
Mexican wolves in Southwest would continue to be protected as endangered subspecies 

 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service today proposed to remove the gray wolf (Canis lupus) from 
the list of threatened and endangered species. The proposal comes after a comprehensive review 
confirmed its successful recovery following management actions undertaken by federal, state and 
local partners following the wolf’s listing under the Endangered Species Act over three decades 
ago.  The Service is also proposing to maintain protection and expand recovery efforts for the 
Mexican wolf (Canis lupus baileyi) in the Southwest, where it remains endangered.  
 
Under the proposal, state wildlife management agency professionals would resume responsibility 
for management and protection of gray wolves in states where wolves occur. The proposed rule 
is based on the best science available and incorporates new information about the gray wolf’s 
current and historical distribution in the contiguous United States and Mexico. It focuses the 
protection on the Mexican wolf, the only remaining entity that warrants protection under the Act, 
by designating the Mexican wolf as an endangered subspecies.  
 
In the Western Great Lakes and Northern Rocky Mountains, the gray wolf has rebounded from 
the brink of extinction to exceed population targets by as much as 300 percent. Gray wolf 
populations in the Western Great Lakes and Northern Rocky Mountain Distinct Population 
Segments were removed from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife in 2011 
and 2012.  
 
“From the moment a species requires the protection of the Endangered Species Act, our goal is 
to work with our partners to address the threats it faces and ensure its recovery,” said Service 
Director Dan Ashe. “An exhaustive review of the latest scientific and taxonomic information 
shows that we have accomplished that goal with the gray wolf, allowing us to focus our work 
under the ESA on recovery of the Mexican wolf subspecies in the Southwest.” 
 
The Service will open a 90-day comment period on both proposals seeking additional scientific, 
commercial and technical information from the public and other interested parties. The comment 

mailto:Chris_Tollefson@fws.gov
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period will commence upon publication of the proposed rules in the Federal Register. Relevant 
information received during this comment period will be reviewed and addressed in the Service’s 
final determination on these proposals, which will be made in 2014. The Service must receive 
requests for public hearings, in writing, within 45 days of the publication in the Federal Register. 
Information on how to provide comments will be made available in the Federal Register notices 
and on the Service’s wolf information page at www.fws.gov/graywolfrecovery062013.html. 
The Service’s proposal is supported by governors and state wildlife agency leadership in each of 
the states with current wolf populations, as well as those that will assume responsibility for 
managing wolves dispersing into their states, such as Washington, Oregon, Colorado, Utah and 
North Dakota.  
 
" With a solid state conservation and management plan in place for the Northern gray wolf, an 
experienced wildlife management agency that is committed to wolf recovery, and established 
populations recovering at an increasing rate, Oregon is ready to take on further responsibility for 
wolf management in this state,” said Roy Elicker, Director of the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife. “We know that there are questions that need to be resolved in moving toward a 
delisting of the Northern gray wolf under the federal ESA, and we believe the rulemaking 
process is an appropriate forum to address these issues.  Oregon is supportive of the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service publishing a proposed rule to begin this dialogue, and we look forward to 
participating in the scientific review process."  
 
“The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife is firmly committed to the long-term 
persistence of wolves in Washington,” said Miranda Wecker, Chair of the Washington Fish and 
Wildlife Commission. “The Washington Fish and Wildlife Commission believes the state should 
be responsible for the management of wolves and supports the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s 
consideration of delisting gray wolves under the federal Endangered Species Act. By publishing 
the proposed rule, the Service ensures this important consideration can take place in an open and 
public process.” 
 
The Service’s comprehensive review determined that the current listing for gray wolf, which was 
developed 35 years ago, erroneously included large geographical areas outside the species’ 
historical range. In addition, the review found that the current gray wolf listing did not 
reasonably represent the range of the only remaining of the Mexican wolf population in the 
Southwest.    
 
Gray wolves were extirpated from most of the Lower 48 states by the middle of the 20th century, 
with the exception of northern Minnesota and Isle Royale in Michigan. Subsequently, wolves 
from Canada occasionally dispersed south and successfully began recolonizing northwest 
Montana in 1986. In 1995 and 1996, 66 wolves from southwestern Canada were reintroduced 
into Yellowstone National Park and central Idaho.  
 
In 2002 the Northern Rocky Mountain population exceeded the minimum recovery goals of 300 
wolves for a third straight year, and they were successfully delisted in the Northern Rocky 
Mountains in 2012 and Western Great Lakes in 2011. Today, there are at least 6,100 gray wolves 
in the contiguous United States, with a current estimate of 1,674 in the Northern Rocky 
Mountains and 4,432 in the Western Great Lakes. 
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The number of Mexican wolves continues to increase within the Blue Range Wolf Recovery 
Area. During the 2012 annual year-end survey, the Mexican wolf Interagency Field Team 
counted a minimum of 75 Mexican wolves in the wild in Arizona and New Mexico, an increase 
over the 2011 minimum population count of 58 wolves known to exist in the wild.  
 
In addition to listing the Mexican wolf as an endangered subspecies, the Service proposes to 
modify existing regulations governing the nonessential experimental population to allow captive 
raised wolves to be released throughout the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area in the Apache and 
Gila National Forests east central Arizona and west central New Mexico, and to disperse into the 
Mexican Wolf Experimental Population Area in the areas of Arizona and New Mexico located 
between I 40 and I 10.  
 
Read what supporters of the Service proposal are saying at 
www.fws.gov/whatpeoplearesaying062013.html 
 
For more information on gray and Mexican wolves, including the proposed rules, visit  
www.fws.gov/graywolfrecovery062013.html.  
 
 
The mission of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is working with others to conserve, protect, and 
enhance fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American 
people. We are both a leader and trusted partner in fish and wildlife conservation, known for our 
scientific excellence, stewardship of lands and natural resources, dedicated professionals, and 
commitment to public service. For more information on our work and the people who make it 
happen, visit www.fws.gov. Connect with our Facebook page at www.facebook.com/usfws, 
follow our tweets at www.twitter.com/usfwshq, watch our YouTube Channel at 
http://www.youtube.com/usfws and download photos from our Flickr page at 
http://www.flickr.com/photos/usfwshq. 
 

--FWS-- 
 

 

http://www.fws.gov/whatpeoplearesaying062013.html
http://www.fws.gov/graywolfrecovery062013.html
http://www.fws.gov/
http://www.facebook.com/usfws
http://www.twitter.com/usfwshq
http://www.youtube.com/usfws
http://www.flickr.com/photos/usfwshq
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

50 CFR Part 17 

[Docket No. FWS–R2–ES–2013–0056; 
FXES11130900000C2–134–FF09E32000] 

RIN 1018–AY46 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Proposed Revision to the 
Nonessential Experimental Population 
of the Mexican Wolf 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of 
public comment period, and 
announcement of public hearing. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), recently 
published a proposal to revise the 
existing nonessential experimental 
population designation of the Mexican 
wolf (Canis lupus baileyi), and we 
announced the opening of a 90-day 
public comment period on the proposed 
revised rule, ending September 11, 
2013. We now extend the public 
comment period to October 28, 2013. 
Comments previously submitted need 
not be resubmitted and will be fully 
considered in preparation of the final 
rule. We also announce a public hearing 
on our proposed revised rule. 
DATES: Written Comments: The public 
comment period on the proposal to 
revise the nonessential experimental 
population of the Mexican wolf is 
extended to October 28, 2013. Please 
note comments submitted electronically 
using the Federal eRulemaking Portal 
(see ADDRESSES section, below) must be 
received by 11:59 p.m. Eastern Time on 
the closing date. If you are submitting 
your comments by hard copy, please 
mail them by October 28, 2013, to 
ensure that we receive them in time to 
give them full consideration. 

Public Hearing: We will hold a public 
hearing on Friday, October 4, 2013, from 
6 p.m. to 9 p.m., in Albuquerque, New 
Mexico. 
ADDRESSES: Written Comments: You 
may submit comments by one of the 
following methods: 

(1) Electronically: Go to the Federal 
eRulemaking Portal: http:// 
www.regulations.gov. Search for FWS– 
R2–ES–2013–0056, which is the docket 
number for this rulemaking. Please 
ensure you have found the correct 
document before submitting your 
comments. If your comments will fit in 
the provided comment box, please use 
this feature of http:// 
www.regulations.gov, as it is most 

compatible with our comment review 
procedures. If you attach your 
comments as a separate document, our 
preferred file format is Microsoft Word. 
If you attach multiple comments (such 
as form letters), our preferred format is 
a spreadsheet in Microsoft Excel. 
Submissions of electronic comments on 
our proposal to remove the gray wolf 
from the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife (List) but to 
maintain endangered status for the 
Mexican wolf by listing it as a 
subspecies (Canis lupus baileyi), which 
also published in the Federal Register 
on June 13, 2013, should be submitted 
to Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2013–0073 
using the method described above. 

(2) By hard copy: Submit by U.S. mail 
or hand-delivery to: Public Comments 
Processing, Attn: FWS–R2–ES–2013– 
0056; Division of Policy and Directives 
Management; U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service; 4401 N Fairfax Drive, MS 2042– 
PDM; Arlington, VA 22203. 

(3) At the public hearing: Written 
comments will be accepted by Service 
personnel at the scheduled public 
hearing. 

We will post all comments received 
on http://www.regulations.gov. This 
generally means that we will post any 
personal information you provide us 
(see the Public Comments section below 
for more information). 

Public Hearing: We will hold a public 
hearing on the proposed revision to the 
nonessential experimental population of 
the Mexican wolf at the Embassy Suites, 
1000 Woodward Place NE., 
Albuquerque, NM 87102; 505–245– 
7100. This public hearing will also 
cover our proposal to remove the gray 
wolf from the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and maintain 
protections for the Mexican wolf (Canis 
lupus baileyi) by listing it as endangered 
(78 FR 35664). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mexican Wolf Recovery Program, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, New Mexico 
Ecological Services Office, 2105 Osuna 
Road NE., Albuquerque, NM 87133; 
telephone 505–761–4704; facsimile 
505–346–2542. If you use a 
telecommunications device for the deaf 
(TDD), call the Federal Information 
Relay Service (FIRS) at 800–877–8339. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Public Comments 

We are extending the comment period 
for 45 days on our proposed revision to 
the nonessential experimental 
population of the Mexican wolf that was 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 13, 2013 (78 FR 35719). For the 
types of information we are seeking 

public comments on, please see 
Information Requested section of the 
June 13, 2013 (78 FR 35719), proposed 
revision to the nonessential 
experimental population of the Mexican 
wolf. We will reopen the comment 
period on the proposed rule this winter 
in conjunction with a comment period 
on our draft environmental impact 
statement, Proposed Revision to the 
Nonessential Experimental Population 
of the Mexican Wolf (Canis lupus 
baileyi) and the Implementation of a 
Management Plan (78 FR 47268, August 
5, 2013). At that time, additional public 
information meetings and public 
hearings will be held in conjunction 
with the public comment period on both 
the proposed rule and the draft 
environmental impact statement. 

Please note that submissions merely 
stating support for or opposition to the 
action under consideration without 
providing supporting information, 
although noted, will not be considered 
in making a determination. You may 
submit your comments and materials 
concerning this proposed rule by one of 
the methods listed in the ADDRESSES 
section. We request that you send 
comments only by the methods 
described in the ADDRESSES section. 

If you submit information via http:// 
www.regulations.gov, your entire 
submission—including any personal 
identifying information—will be posted 
on the Web site. If your submission is 
made via a hardcopy that includes 
personal identifying information, you 
may request at the top of your document 
that we withhold this information from 
public review. However, we cannot 
guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
We will post all hardcopy submissions 
on http://www.regulations.gov. 

Comments and materials we receive, 
as well as some of the supporting 
documentation we used in preparing the 
proposed rule, will be available for 
public inspection on http://
www.regulations.gov at Docket No. 
FWS–R2–ES–2013–0056, or by 
appointment, during normal business 
hours, at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, New Mexico Ecological 
Services Office (see FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT). 

We intend that any final action 
resulting from the proposed rule will be 
based on the best scientific and 
commercial data available and be as 
accurate and as effective as possible. 
Therefore, we request comments or 
information from other concerned 
governmental agencies, tribes, the 
scientific community, industry, or other 
interested parties concerning this 
proposed rule. We request that you 
make your comments as specific as 
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possible and explain the basis for them. 
In addition, please include sufficient 
information with your comments to 
allow us to authenticate any scientific or 
commercial data you reference or 
provide. 

If you previously submitted 
comments or information on the 
proposed rule, please do not resubmit 
them. We will incorporate them into the 
public record as part of this comment 
period, and will fully consider them in 
the preparation of our final 
determination. 

Public Hearing 
We are holding a public hearing on 

the date listed in the DATES section at 
the location listed in the ADDRESSES 
section. The public hearings on the June 
13, 2013 (78 FR 35664), proposal to 
remove the gray wolf from the List and 
maintain protections for the Mexican 
wolf by listing it as endangered are 
announced elsewhere in today’s Federal 
Register. 

The October 4, 2013, public hearing 
in Albuquerque, NM, will address both 
the June 13, 2013 (78 FR 35664) 
proposal to remove the gray wolf from 
the List and maintain protections for the 
Mexican wolf by listing it as 
endangered, as well as the June 13, 2013 
(78 FR 35719), proposed revision to the 
nonessential experimental population of 
the Mexican wolf. 

This public hearing will provide 
interested parties an opportunity to 
present verbal testimony (formal, oral 
comments) or written comments. A 
public hearing is not, however, an 
opportunity for dialogue with the 
Service or its contractors; it is a forum 
for accepting formal verbal testimony. 
Anyone wishing to make an oral 
statement at the public hearing for the 
record is encouraged to provide a 
written copy of their statement to us at 
the hearing. In the event there is a large 
attendance, the time allotted for oral 
statements may be limited. Speakers can 
sign up at the hearing if they desire to 
make an oral statement. Oral and 
written statements receive equal 
consideration. There are no limits on 
the length of written comments 
submitted to us. 

Persons with disabilities needing 
reasonable accommodations to 
participate in the public hearing should 
contact the Mexican Wolf Recovery 
Program, New Mexico Ecological 
Services Office (see FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT). Reasonable 
accommodation requests should be 
received at least 3 business days prior 
to the hearing to help ensure 
availability; at least 2 weeks prior notice 
is requested for American sign language 

or English as a second language 
interpreter needs. 

Authors 
The primary authors of this notice are 

the staff of the Mexican Wolf Recovery 
Program, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Authority: The authority for this action is 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 

Dated: August 30, 2013. 
Michael Bean, 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
[FR Doc. 2013–21665 Filed 9–4–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

50 CFR Part 17 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2013–0073; 
FXES11130900000C2–134–FF09E32000] 

RIN 1018–AY00 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Removing the Gray Wolf 
(Canis lupus) From the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Maintaining Protections for the 
Mexican Wolf (Canis lupus baileyi) by 
Listing It as Endangered 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of 
public comment period, and 
announcement of public hearings. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), recently 
published a proposal to remove the gray 
wolf from the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife (List) but to 
maintain endangered status for the 
Mexican wolf by listing it as a 
subspecies (Canis lupus baileyi), and we 
announced the opening of a 90-day 
public comment period on the proposed 
action, ending September 11, 2013. We 
now extend the public comment period 
to October 28, 2013. We are extending 
the public comment period to allow all 
interested parties additional time to 
comment on the proposed rule. 
Comments previously submitted need 
not be resubmitted and will be fully 
considered in preparation of the final 
rule. We also announce three public 
hearings on our proposed rule. 
DATES: Written Comments: The public 
comment period on the proposal to 
remove the gray wolf from the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
but to maintain endangered status for 
the Mexican wolf by listing it as a 

subspecies is extended to October 28, 
2013. Please note comments submitted 
electronically using the Federal 
eRulemaking Portal (see ADDRESSES 
section, below) must be received by 
11:59 p.m. Eastern Time on the closing 
date. If you are submitting your 
comments by hard copy, please mail 
them by October 28, 2013, to ensure that 
we receive them in time to give them 
full consideration. 

Public Hearings: We will hold three 
public hearings on the following dates: 

• September 30, 2013, from 6 p.m. to 
8:30 p.m., in Washington, DC. 

• October 2, 2013, from 6 p.m. to 8:30 
p.m., in Sacramento, California. 

• October 4, 2013, from 6 p.m. to 9 
p.m., in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
ADDRESSES: Written Comments: You 
may submit comments by one of the 
following methods: 

(1) Electronically: Go to the Federal 
eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Search for Docket 
No. FWS–HQ–ES–2013–0073, which is 
the docket number for this rulemaking. 
Please ensure you have found the 
correct document before submitting 
your comments. If your comments will 
fit in the provided comment box, please 
use this feature of http://
www.regulations.gov, as it is most 
compatible with our comment review 
procedures. If you attach your 
comments as a separate document, our 
preferred file format is Microsoft Word. 
If you attach multiple comments (such 
as form letters), our preferred format is 
a spreadsheet in Microsoft Excel. 
Submissions of electronic comments on 
our Proposed Revision to the 
Nonessential Experimental Population 
of the Mexican Wolf, which also 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 13, 2013, should be submitted to 
Docket No. FWS–R2–ES–2013–0056 
using the method described above. 

(2) By hard copy: Submit by U.S. mail 
or hand-delivery to: Public Comments 
Processing, Attn: FWS–HQ–ES–2013– 
0073; Division of Policy and Directives 
Management; U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service; 4401 N Fairfax Drive, MS 2042– 
PDM; Arlington, VA 22203. 

(3) At the public hearings: Written 
comments will be accepted by Service 
personnel at any of the three scheduled 
public hearings. 

We will post all comments we receive 
on http://www.regulations.gov. This 
generally means that we will post any 
personal information you provide us 
(see the Public Comments section below 
for more information). 

Public Hearings: Public hearings will 
be held at: 
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In addition, under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, if a rule has a significant 
economic effect on a substantial number 
of small entities the Secretary must 
specifically consider the economic 
effect of a rule on small entities and 
analyze regulatory options that could 
lessen the impact of the rule. 

The Secretary has determined that 
minimal resources are required to 
implement the requirements in this rule 
because the organizations involved (e.g., 
marrow registries and transplant 
hospitals) currently implement their 
programs in accordance with the 
procedures announced in this proposed 
rule. Therefore, in accordance with the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 
(RFA), and the Small Business 
Regulatory Enforcement Act of 1996, 
which amended the RFA, the Secretary 
certifies that this rule will not have a 
significant impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 

The Secretary also has determined 
that this proposed rule does not meet 
the criteria for a major rule as defined 
by Executive Order 12866 and would 
not have a major effect on the economy 
or Federal expenditures. We have 
determined that the proposed rule is not 
a major rule within the meaning of the 
statute providing for Congressional 
Review of Agency Rulemaking, 5 U.S.C. 
801. Similarly, it will not have effects 
on state, local, and tribal governments 
or on the private sector such as to 
require consultation under the 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 
1995. 

The provisions of this rule will not 
affect the following elements of family 
well-being: Family safety, family 
stability, marital commitment; parental 
rights in the education, nurture, and 
supervision of their children; family 
functioning, disposable income, or 
poverty; or the behavior and personal 
responsibility of youth, as determined 
under section 654(c) of the Treasury and 
General Government Appropriations 
Act of 1999. 

Section 202 (a) of the Unfunded 
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 requires 
that agencies assess anticipated costs 
and benefits before issuing any rule that 
includes a federal mandate that could 
result in expenditure in any one year by 
state, local, or tribal governments, in the 
aggregate, or by the private sector, of 
$100 million in 1995 dollars, updated 
annually for inflation. The current 
threshold after adjustment for inflation 
using the Implicit Price Deflator for 
Gross Domestic Product is about $141 
million. This rule would not meet or 
exceed that threshold. 

This rule is not economically 
significant under section 3(f) of 

Executive Order 12866 and is not being 
treated as a ‘‘significant regulatory 
action’’ under section 3(f). Accordingly, 
the rule has not been reviewed by the 
Office of Management and Budget. 

As stated above, this proposed rule 
would modify the regulations governing 
the nation’s Organ Procurement and 
Transplantation Network (OPTN) and 
section 301 of NOTA based on legal 
authority. 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 

The amendments proposed in this 
Rule will not impose any additional 
data collection requirements beyond 
those already imposed under the current 
information collection requirements, 
which have been approved by the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB No. 
0915–0310). The currently approved 
data collection includes worksheets and 
burden for all marrow transplants. 

List of Subjects in 42 CFR Part 121 

Healthcare, Hospitals, Organ 
transplantation. 

Dated: September 19, 2013. 
Mary K. Wakefield, 
Administrator, Health Resources and Services 
Administration 

Approved: September 25, 2013. 
Kathleen Sebelius, 
Secretary. 

Therefore, under the authority of 
section 301 of NOTA, as amended, and 
for the reasons stated in the preamble, 
the Department proposes to amend 42 
CFR part 121 as follows: 

PART 121—ORGAN PROCUREMENT 
AND TRANSPLANTATION NETWORK 

■ 1. The authority citation continues to 
read as follows: 

Authority: Sections 215, 371–376 of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 216, 
273–274d); sections 1102, 1106, 1138 and 
1871 of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1302, 1306, 1320b-8 and 1395hh); and 
section 301 of the National Organ Transplant 
Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 274e). 

■ 2. Section 121.13 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 121.13 Definition of human organ under 
section 301 of the National Organ 
Transplant Act of 1984, as amended. 

‘‘Human organ,’’ as covered by section 
301 of the National Organ Transplant 
Act, as amended, means the human 
(including fetal) kidney, liver, heart, 
lung, pancreas, bone marrow and other 
hematopoietic stem/progenitor cells 
without regard to the method of their 
collection, cornea, eye, bone skin, and 
intestine, including the esophagus, 
stomach, small and/or large intestine, or 

any portion of the gastrointestinal 
tract.’’ 
[FR Doc. 2013–24094 Filed 10–1–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4165–15–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

50 CFR Part 17 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2013–0073; 
FXES11130900000C2–134–FF09E32000] 

RIN 1018–AY00 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Removing the Gray Wolf 
(Canis lupus) From the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Maintaining Protections for the 
Mexican Wolf (Canis lupus baileyi) by 
Listing It as Endangered 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Proposed rule; announcement of 
public hearing. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), recently 
published a proposal to remove the gray 
wolf from the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife (List) but to 
maintain endangered status for the 
Mexican wolf by listing it as a 
subspecies (Canis lupus baileyi). On 
September 5, 2013, we announced three 
public hearings on the proposed rule 
and extended the public comment 
period to October 28, 2013. We now 
announce an additional public hearing 
to be held on October 17, 2013, in 
Denver, Colorado. 
DATES: Written Comments: The public 
comment period on the proposal to 
remove the gray wolf from the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
but to maintain endangered status for 
the Mexican wolf by listing it as a 
subspecies is open through October 28, 
2013. Please note that comments 
submitted electronically using the 
Federal eRulemaking Portal (see 
ADDRESSES, below) must be received by 
11:59 p.m. Eastern Time on the closing 
date. If you are submitting your 
comments by hard copy, please mail 
them by October 28, 2013, to ensure that 
we receive them in time to give them 
full consideration. 

Public Hearings: We will hold a 
public hearing on October 17, 2013, 
from 6 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. in Denver, 
Colorado. 

ADDRESSES: Written Comments: You 
may submit comments by one of the 
following methods: 
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(1) Electronically: Go to the Federal 
eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Search for FWS– 
HQ–ES–2013–0073, which is the docket 
number for this rulemaking. Please 
ensure you have found the correct 
document before submitting your 
comments. If your comments will fit in 
the provided comment box, please use 
this feature of http://
www.regulations.gov, as it is most 
compatible with our comment review 
procedures. If you attach your 
comments as a separate document, our 
preferred file format is Microsoft Word. 
If you attach multiple comments (such 
as form letters), our preferred format is 
a spreadsheet in Microsoft Excel. 
Submissions of electronic comments on 
our Proposed Revision to the 
Nonessential Experimental Population 
of the Mexican Wolf, which also 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 13, 2013, should be submitted to 
Docket No. FWS–R2–ES–2013–0056 
using the method described above. 

(2) By hard copy: Submit by U.S. mail 
or hand-delivery to: Public Comments 
Processing, Attn: FWS–HQ–ES–2013– 
0073; Division of Policy and Directives 
Management; U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service; 4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS 
2042–PDM; Arlington, VA 22203. 

(3) At the public hearing: Written 
comments will be accepted by Service 
personnel at the public hearing. 

We will post all comments that we 
receive on http://www.regulations.gov. 
This generally means that we will post 
any personal information you provide 
us (see the Public Comments section 
below for more information). 

Public Hearing: The public hearing 
will be held at: Paramount Theatre, 
1621 Glenarm Place, Denver, Colorado 
80202; (303) 405–1245. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Headquarters Office, Ecological 
Services; telephone (703) 358–2171. 
Direct all questions or requests for 
additional information to: GRAY WOLF 
QUESTIONS, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Headquarters Office, Ecological 
Services, 4401 North Fairfax Drive, 
Room 420, Arlington, VA 22203. 
Individuals who are hearing-impaired or 
speech-impaired may call the Federal 
Relay Service at 1–800–877–8337 for 
TTY assistance. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Public Hearings 

We are holding a public hearing on 
the date listed in DATES at the location 
listed in ADDRESSES. For information on 
additional public hearings related to 
this proposed rulemaking action, see 
our previous notice of public hearings 

that published in the Federal Register 
on September 5, 2013, at 78 FR 54614. 

We are holding public hearings to 
provide interested parties the 
opportunity to present verbal testimony 
(formal, oral comments) or written 
comments regarding the June 13, 2013 
(78 FR 35664), proposal to remove the 
gray wolf from the List and maintain 
protections for the Mexican wolf by 
listing it as endangered. A public 
hearing is not, however, an opportunity 
for dialogue with the Service or its 
contractors; it is a forum for accepting 
formal verbal testimony. Anyone 
wishing to make an oral statement at the 
public hearings for the record is 
encouraged to provide a written copy of 
their statement to us at the hearings. In 
the event of a large attendance, the time 
allotted for oral statements may be 
limited. Speakers can sign up at the 
hearings if they desire to make an oral 
statement. Oral and written statements 
receive equal consideration. There are 
no limits on the length of written 
comments submitted to us. 

Persons with disabilities needing 
reasonable accommodations to 
participate in the public hearings 
should contact the Headquarters Office 
(see FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT). 
Reasonable accommodation requests 
should be received at least 3 business 
days prior to the hearing to help ensure 
availability; at least 2 weeks prior notice 
is requested for American-sign-language 
or English-as-a-second-language 
interpreter needs. 

Public Comments 

We intend that any final action 
resulting from this proposal will be as 
accurate and as effective as possible. 
Therefore, comments, new information, 
or suggestions from the public, other 
concerned governmental agencies, the 
scientific community, industry, or any 
other interested party concerning this 
proposed rule are hereby solicited. In 
particular, we are seeking targeted 
information and comments on our 
proposed removal of C. lupus from the 
List of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and addition of C. l. baileyi as 
an endangered subspecies. We also seek 
comment on the following categories of 
information. 

(1) Biological, commercial trade, or 
other relevant information concerning 
our analysis of the current C. lupus 
listed entity and the adequacy of the 
approach taken in this analysis, with 
particular respect to our interpretation 
of the term ‘‘population’’ as it relates to 
the 1996 Policy Regarding the 
Recognition of Distinct Vertebrate 
Population Segments (DPS policy) (61 

FR 4722, February 7, 1996) and 
specifically to gray wolves. 

(2) Information concerning the 
genetics and taxonomy of the eastern 
wolf, Canis lycaon. 

(3) Information concerning the status 
of the gray wolf in the Pacific Northwest 
United States and the following gray 
wolf subspecies: Canis lupus nubilus, 
Canis lupus occidentalis, and C. l. 
baileyi, including: 

(a) Genetics and taxonomy; 
(b) New information concerning 

range, distribution, population size, and 
population trends; 

(c) New biological or other relevant 
data concerning any threat (or lack 
thereof) to these subspecies, their 
habitat, or both; and 

(d) New information regarding 
conservation measures for these 
populations, their habitat, or both. 

As this proposal is intended to 
replace our May 5, 2011, proposal to 
remove protections for C. lupus in all or 
portions of 29 eastern contiguous States 
(76 FR 26086), we ask that any 
comments previously submitted that 
may be relevant to the proposal 
presented in this rule be resubmitted at 
this time. 

Please note that submissions merely 
stating support for or opposition to the 
action under consideration without 
providing supporting information, 
although noted, will not be considered 
in making a determination. You may 
submit your comments and materials by 
one of the methods listed in ADDRESSES. 
We request that you send comments 
only by the methods described in 
ADDRESSES. Verbal testimony may also 
be presented during the public hearings 
(see DATES and ADDRESSES sections). 

We will post your entire comment— 
including your personal identifying 
information—on http://
www.regulations.gov. If you provide 
personal identifying information, such 
as your street address, phone number, or 
email address, you may request at the 
top of your document that we withhold 
this information from public review. 
However, we cannot guarantee that we 
will be able to do so. 

Comments and materials we receive, 
as well as some of the supporting 
documentation we used in preparing 
this proposed rule, will be available for 
public inspection on http://
www.regulations.gov at Docket No. 
FWS–HQ–ES–2013–0073, or by 
appointment, during normal business 
hours at U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Headquarters Office, Endangered 
Species Program, 4401 North Fairfax 
Drive, Room 420, Arlington, VA 22203. 

Our final determination concerning 
the proposed action will take into 
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consideration all written comments we 
receive during all comment periods, 
comments from peer reviewers, and 
comments received during the public 
hearings. The comments will be 
included in the public record for this 
rulemaking, and we will fully consider 
them in the preparation of our final 
determination. 

If you previously submitted 
comments or information on this 

proposed rule, please do not resubmit 
them. We will incorporate them into the 
public record as part of this comment 
period, and will fully consider them in 
the preparation of our final 
determination. 

Authors 
The primary authors of this notice are 

the Ecological Services staff of the 
Headquarters Office, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

Authority 

The authority for this action is the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 

Dated: September 24, 2013. 

Rowan W. Gould, 
Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 
[FR Doc. 2013–24104 Filed 10–1–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 
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ARF-2147     Regular Agenda Item      3. C.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Jacque Griffin,
Asst. County
Manager/Librarian

Submitted By: Jacque Griffin, Asst. County
Manager/Librarian, Asst County
Manager/Library District

Department: Asst County Manager/Library District

Information
Request/Subject
Approval of a Memorandum of Understanding between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and Gila County to establish Cooperating Agency Status.

Background Information
The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has approached several counties
in Arizona and New Mexico regarding establishing a Cooperating Agency status and a
coordinating process. 

Section II - Statement of Purpose of the Memorandum of Understanding states, "The
purpose of this Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is for the signatory entities to
contribute to the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The proposed rule to revise the 1998
Mexican wolf nonessential experimental population rule (63 FR 1752) (1998 Final
Rule) will be the proposed action of our EIS.  We will analyze the environmental
consequences from implementation of the proposed action and alternatives.  The EIS
will analyze proposed revisions to the Mexican Wolf Experimental Population Area
(MWEPA) and Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area (BRWRA), and to some aspects of
currently authorized regulations for management of the experimental population of
Mexican wolves in Arizona and New Mexico. The new rule may replace and supersede
the 1998 Final Rule, pursuant to section 10(j) of the Endangered Species Act (Act).
The EIS will also analyze alternatives that include implementing a management plan
to authorize "the taking" of endangered Mexican wolves in areas of Arizona and New
Mexico external to the MWEPA.  The management plan would be implemented
through a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) permit."

Evaluation
Five other Arizona counties, along with fourteen New Mexico counties have indicated
that they were interested in establishing Cooperating Agency status with the USFWS
to contribute to the preparation of an EIS on the Mexican Wolf nonessential
experimental population rule and management plan. This MOU formalizes and
provides a framework for cooperation and coordination among the Parties that will
ensure successful completion of the EIS in a timely, efficient, and thorough manner,
ensures the working relationship between the Parties meets the purposes and intent
of NEPA, and provides a structural framework for coordination of the NEPA processes.

Conclusion
Participating in this process as a Cooperating Agency will allow for more involvement
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Jacque Griffin, Asst. County
Manager/Librarian, Asst County
Manager/Library District

Asst County Manager/Library District



Participating in this process as a Cooperating Agency will allow for more involvement
in the discussions related to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposed management of the nonessential experimental population of the Mexican
wolf. In the past, Gila County has indicated to both the USFWS as well as the U.S.
Forest Service (USFS) that counties should be involved in processes that affect their
citizens.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Board approve on behalf of Gila
County the attached "Memorandum of Understanding between the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and the Arizona Counties of Apache, Cochise, Coconino, Gila, Mohave,
and Santa Cruz; and the New Mexico Counties of Catron, Cibola, Grant, Hidalgo,
Lincoln, Los Alamos, Luna, McKinley, Mora, San Juan, San Miguel, Santa Fe, Sierra,
and Valencia," to establish a cooperating agency relationship and a coordinating
process.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve on behalf of Gila County the
"Memorandum of Understanding between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the
Arizona Counties of Apache, Cochise, Coconino, Gila, Mohave, and Santa Cruz and
the New Mexico Counties of Catron, Cibola, Grant, Hidalgo, Lincoln, Los Alamos,
Luna, McKinley, Mora, San Juan, San Miguel, Santa Fe, Sierra, and Valencia," to
establish a cooperating agency relationship and a coordinating process in preparing
an Environmental Impact Statement to revise the 1998 Mexican wolf nonessential
experimental population rule (68FR 1752), and authorize the Chairman to sign the
Memorandum of Understanding. (Jacque Griffin)

Attachments
MOU with USFWS and Gila County
Legal Explanation



Memorandum of Understanding 
Between the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
And the 

Arizona Counties of Apache, Cochise, Coconino, Gila, Mohave, and Santa Cruz   
And the 

New Mexico Counties of Catron, Cibola, Grant, Hidalgo, Lincoln, Los Alamos, Luna, 
McKinley, Mora, San Juan, San Miguel, Santa Fe, Sierra, and Valencia  

 
SECTION I. PARTIES 
 
This Memorandum of Understanding (hereinafter referred to as MOU) establishes a cooperating 
agency relationship and a coordinating process and is made and entered into by and between the: 
 
A.  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Region 2 (Service), as authorized and directed under the 
NEPA implementing regulations of 1977, as amended, and specifically acknowledging the 
following areas of the regulations, which are of mutual interest to the parties 40 CFR 1506.2, 40 
CFR 1508.5, 40 CFR 1501.7, 40 CFR 1501.2, 40 CFR 1508.27, 40 CFR 1502.16, and 516 DM; 
and 
 
B.   Apache County, Cochise County, Coconino County, Gila County, Mohave County, and 
Santa Cruz County, as authorized under the State of Arizona, enabling counties to protect the 
health, safety, and welfare of its citizens, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes 11-802 and 11-
933, as well as County laws, including County land use plans, water and watershed plans, and 
environmental and natural resource laws and policies; and 
 
C.  Catron County Board of Commissioners, Cibola County, Grant County, Hidalgo County, 
Lincoln County, Los Alamos County, Luna County, McKinley County, Mora County, San Juan 
County, San Miguel County, Santa Fe County, Sierra Count, and Valencia County, as authorized 
under the State of New Mexico, granting powers necessary and proper to provide the safety, 
preserve the health, promote the prosperity, and improve the morals, orders, comfort, and 
convenience of any County or its inhabitants, pursuant to New Mexico Revised Statute 4-7-31 
(NMSA 1978), as well as County laws, including County land use plans, water and watershed 
plans, and environmental and natural resource laws and policies. 
 
D.  Hereinafter referred to as the Parties. 
 
SECTION II. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE 
 
 The purpose of this MOU is for the signatory entities to contribute to the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). The proposed rule to revise the 1998 Mexican wolf nonessential experimental 
population rule (63 FR 1752) (1998 Final Rule) will be the proposed action of our EIS.  We will 
analyze the environmental consequences from implementation of the proposed action and 
alternatives.  The EIS will analyze proposed revisions to the Mexican Wolf Experimental 
Population Area (MWEPA) and Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area (BRWRA), and to some 
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aspects of currently authorized regulations for management of the experimental population of 
Mexican wolves in Arizona and New Mexico. The new rule may replace and supersede the 1998 
Final Rule, pursuant to section 10(j) of the Endangered Species Act (Act). The EIS will also 
analyze alternatives that include implementing a management plan to authorize take of 
endangered Mexican wolves in areas of Arizona and New Mexico external to the MWEPA.  The 
management plan would be implemented through a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) 
permit.     
 
 Furthermore, for the purposes of the production of an EIS that will analyze a range of 
alternatives, this MOU: 
 
A.  Confirms the formal designation of the Service as the Lead Federal Agency with 
responsibility for completion of the EIS and Record of Decision (ROD).  The Lead Federal 
Agency shall: 
 

i. Request the participation of each Cooperating Agency in the NEPA process at the earliest 
possible time; and  

ii. Use the environmental analysis and proposals of Parties with jurisdiction by law and/or 
special expertise, to the maximum extent possible consistent with its responsibility as Lead 
Federal Agency; and 

iii. Meet, either in person or teleconferencing, with a Cooperating Agency at the latter's 
request; and 

iv. Request that the counties designate one or more representative(s) to participate on the 
Interagency Planning Team. 

 
B.  Formally designates the Parties as Cooperating Agencies.  It is recognized that Cooperating 
Agencies have legal authority and/or special expertise applicable to the planning process.  Each 
Cooperating Agency shall: 
 

i. Participate in the NEPA process at the earliest possible time; and 

ii. Participate in the scoping process; and 

iii. Assume on request of the Lead Federal Agency responsibility for developing information 
and preparing environmental analyses including portions of the environmental impact 
statement concerning which the cooperating agency has special expertise; and 

iv. Normally use its own funds. The Lead Federal Agency shall, to the extent available funds 
permit, fund those major activities or analyses it requests from Cooperating Agencies. The 
Lead  Federal Agency shall include such funding requirements in their budget requests; and 
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v. A Cooperating Agency may, in response to a Lead Federal Agency’s request for assistance 
in preparing the environmental impact statement, reply that other program commitments 
preclude any involvement or the degree of involvement requested in the action that is the 
subject of the environmental impact statement; and 

vi. Make available staff and/or consultant support, as approved by the individual County, at 
the Lead Federal Agency's request to enhance the latter's interdisciplinary capability; and 

vii. Designate representative(s) and agree to select individual(s) to represent the County on the 
Interagency Planning Team. 

 
C.  Formalizes and provides a framework for cooperation and coordination among the Parties 
that will ensure successful completion of the EIS in a timely, efficient, and thorough manner; and 
 
E.  Ensures the working relationship between the Parties meets the purposes and intent of NEPA; 
and 
 
F.  Provides a structural framework for coordination of the NEPA processes.  
 
SECTION III. BACKGROUND 
 
A.  The Service proposes to revise the 1998 Final Rule and to implement a management plan for 
areas outside of the MWEPA. The EIS will analyze proposed revisions to: (1) the MWEPA and 
BRWRA, (2) some aspects of currently authorized regulations for management of the 
experimental population of Mexican wolves in Arizona and New Mexico, and (3) implement a 
management plan for Mexican wolves that are not part of the experimental population. A Notice 
of Intent to Prepare an EIS was published on August 5, 2013 (FR 47268, August 5, 2013).  The 
EIS will analyze options for revising the 1998 Rule (including no action) and implementing a 
management plan, and includes various geographic and management scenarios. The proposed 
10(j) rule was published on June 13, 2013. A draft EIS will be published, followed by a final 
EIS, ROD, and final 10(j) Rule (provided that the ROD does not select the No Action 
Alternative). 
 
B.  The Parties seek to fully consider the impacts of proposed actions on the physical, biological, 
social and economic aspects of the human environment, and;  
 
C.  The Parties desire to enter into this MOU and have the authority, through the Director, 
Region 2, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the County Supervisors and Commissioners, to do 
so, and;  
 
D. This MOU shall not be construed to affect the jurisdiction of Federal, State, County or other 
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local governmental agencies which exists as a matter of law, and:  
 
E.  Arizona and New Mexico Counties are legally responsible for the protection of health, safety, 
and welfare of individuals and communities that may be affected by reintroduction and recovery 
of the Mexican wolf; 
 
F.  Arizona Counties have determined that participation in the Proposed Amendment of Mexican 
Wolf 10(j) rule EIS should be consistent with the Counties' policies for the protection of the 
health, safety, and welfare of their citizens, and is important to representing the Counties' interest 
in, and authority for, management of natural resources within the boundaries of the Counties. 
 
G.  New Mexico Counties have determined that participation in the Proposed Amendment of 
Mexican Wolf 10(j) rule EIS should be consistent with the Counties' policies for the protection 
of the health, safety, and welfare of their citizens, and is important to representing the Counties' 
interest in, and authority for, management of natural resources within the boundaries of the 
Counties. 
 
H.  In the interest of enhancing communication, Black's Law Dictionary (7th Edition; ISBN 
0314241302) and Merriam-Webster's Collegiate Dictionary (11th Edition; ISBN 0877798095) 
shall be the primary references for words used in this MOU; 
 
SECTION IV. RECITALS 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the Parties hereto agree to cooperatively develop appropriate 
documentation in order to satisfy the requirements of NEPA, and further agree that; 
 
A. The Service will:  
 

i. serve as the Lead Federal Agency in coordinating the development of an EIS analyzing the 
environmental impacts of a proposed new designation of a MWEPA and of implementation 
of a management plan external to the MWEPA, and alternatives thereto; and  

ii. provide guidance as to proper process, document format, and information required to 
satisfy NEPA requirements; and  

iii. determine the purpose and need of the project, the conclusions of the environmental 
analysis, which alternatives are selected for analysis, and make final determinations on 
content relative to applicable statutory and regulatory requirements; and  

iv. develop the EIS, consistent with Federal law, regulation and Department and Agency 
policy and will incorporate, to the maximum extent possible consistent with its 
responsibility as Lead Federal Agency, the comments, recommendations, and/or data 
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submitted by Parties in the EIS planning process; and  

v. provide available information and resources for development of the EIS; and  

vi. provide timely review of the EIS in order to ensure compliance with Service guidelines for 
NEPA implementation; and  

vii. give, to the maximum extent possible, a reasonable time frame for review and return of 
consolidated and comprehensive comments; and 

 
B.  The Counties are recognized to have jurisdiction by law and special expertise and will:  
 

i. provide available information, data (and supporting analyses), comments, and resources for 
development of proper NEPA documentation and the EIS; and  

ii. provide timely review of the EIS in order to ensure compliance with Service guidelines for 
NEPA implementation; and  

iii. help collect data to the maximum extent possible, participate in discussions about data 
assessment and technical reports, prepare selected sections, and provide technical expertise 
in order to assist in evaluating the effectiveness of all alternatives and the EIS; and  

iv. receive working drafts of the EIS and its alternatives and analyses for review and comment 
in relation to areas of jurisdictional responsibility and/or special expertise; and  

v. return consolidated and comprehensive comments on working drafts to the Service in an 
agreed upon time frame consistent with the planning schedule; and 

vi. may meet with affected stakeholders and provide comments to the Service at any point in 
the development of the EIS, provided that internal draft documents are not disseminated (see 
Document Control section below). 

 

C.  Conflict Resolution.  Conflicts between or among the Parties concerning this MOU that 
cannot be resolved at the lowest possible level shall be referred to the next higher level, et seq., 
as necessary, for resolution with full recognition of the Service’s decision making 
responsibilities in the EIS process. 
 
Legal Effect of MOU:  The provisions of any statutes and/or regulations cited in this MOU 
contain legally binding requirements.  The MOU itself does not alter, expand, or substitute for 
those provisions or regulations, nor is it a regulation itself.  Thus, it does not impose legally-
binding requirements on the Parties.  Furthermore, this MOU does not create a right of action 
enforceable in a court of law for any of the Parties.  Rather, this MOU contains procedural 
guidance to assist the Parties in carrying out existing legal requirements.  No Party shall be liable 
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in damages to any other Party or other person for any breach of this agreement, any performance 
or failure to perform a mandatory or discretionary obligation imposed by this agreement or any 
other cause of action arising from this agreement. 
 
Document Control:  All internal working draft documents for the development of any National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents are pre-decisional and the Parties will ensure that 
these documents will not be available for review by individuals or entities other than the Parties 
to this MOU, or the Parties consultants, unless otherwise required by applicable law.  All 
documents created, collected, or provided by the Parties in support of the development of NEPA 
documents are part of the official Service administrative record and may only be released by the 
Service to the extent allowable by the Freedom of Information Act and/or Privacy Act. The 
Counties will identify to the Service all personnel and consultants representing the County who 
will have access to the documents for the county and provide signed statements with regards to 
document control. 
 
Enforcement Authority of the United States.  Nothing contained in this MOU is intended to 
limit the authority of the United States government to seek civil or criminal penalties or 
otherwise fulfill its enforcement responsibilities under the ESA or other applicable law. 
 
No partnership.  This MOU shall not make or be deemed to make any Party to this agreement 
the agent for or the partner of any other Party. 
 
Notices.  All notices, demands, or requests from one Party to another may be personally 
delivered, sent by facsimile/email, sent by recognized overnight delivery service, or sent by mail, 
certified or registered, postage prepaid, to the persons set forth below and addressed as follows 
or at such other address as any Party may from time to time specify to the other Parties in writing 
and shall be effective at the time of personal delivery, facsimile/email transmission, or mailing 
upon notification of delivery by a recognized overnight delivery service or the United States 
Postal Service. 
 
Elected officials not to benefit.  No member of or delegate to Congress or a staff member to a 
member or delegate to Congress shall be entitled to any share or part of this MOU, or to any 
benefit that may arise from it. 
 
Availability of funds.  Implementation of this MOU by the Service is subject to the 
requirements of the Anti-Deficiency Act and the availability of appropriated funds.  Nothing in 
this MOU will be construed by the Parties to require the obligation, appropriation, or expenditure 
of any money from the U.S. Treasury.  The Parties acknowledge that the Service will not be 
required under this agreement to expend any appropriated funds unless and until an authorized 
official of that agency affirmatively acts to commit to such expenditures as evidenced in writing. 
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Duplicate originals.  This MOU may be executed in any number of duplicate originals.  A 
complete original of this MOU shall be maintained in the official records of each of the Parties 
hereto. 
 
No third-party beneficiaries.  Without limiting the applicability of rights granted to the public 
pursuant to the ESA or other Federal law, this MOU shall not create any right or interest in the 
public, or any member thereof, as a third-party beneficiary hereof, nor shall it authorize anyone 
not a Party to this MOU maintain a suit for personal injuries or damages pursuant to the 
provision of this MOU.  The duties, obligations, and responsibilities of the Parties to this MOU 
with respect to third parties shall remain as imposed under existing law. 
 
Amendment.  This MOU may be amended upon written agreement of all Parties.  The Party 
proposing the amendment shall provide a statement of the reasons for the amendment and an 
analysis of its environmental effects. 
 
Termination.  Any Party may terminate its participation in this MOU at any time.  Any 
termination shall be made in writing. If not terminated sooner, this MOU will end upon 
agreement of all Parties once the EIS is final and the Service issues the ROD. Agencies may 
submit requests to be signatories to the June 30, 2010 MOU for Mexican Wolf Reintroduction 
within the AZ-NM Experimental Population Area for full participation and involvement in the 
Mexican wolf reintroduction project.  
 
See http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/mexicanwolf/pdf/MW_MOU.pdf for the current MOU. 
 
Principal Contacts. The principal contacts for this MOU are: 
 
 

i. United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
  Attn: Sherry Barrett 
  New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office 
  2105 Osuna NE 
  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87113 
  Phone: 505-761-4748 
 

ii.Apache County, Arizona 
  Attn: Doyel Shamley 
  Apache County Natural Resources Coordinator 
  P.O. Box 940  
  Eager, Arizona 85925 



MOU Between Arizona & New Mexico Counties and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Re:  EIS development (09-03-13) Page 8 of 14 
 
 

  Phone: 928-333-5999 
 

iii.Catron County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
  Attn: Dr. Alex Thal 
  Catron County Natural Resources Coordinator 
  P.O. Box 2296 
  Silver City, New Mexico 88062 
  Phone: 575-388-7987 
 

iv.Cibola County, New Mexico 
Attn: Rheganne Vaughn 
Chief Operations Officer/Assistant County Manager 
515 W. High Street 
Grants, New Mexico 87020 
Phone: 505-287-9431   

 
v.Cochise County, Arizona 

  Attn: James E. Vlahovich,  
  Deputy County Administrator 
  1415 Melody Lane, Building G 
  Bisbee, Arizona 85630 
  Phone:  520-559-3664 
 

vi.Coconino County, Arizona 
Attn: Cynthia Seelhammer 
County Manager 
219 Cherry Avenue 
Flagstaff, Arizona 86001 
Phone: 928-679-7130 

  
vii.Gila County, Arizona 

  Attn: Ms. Jacque Griffin 
  Assistant County Manager 
  1400 E. Ash Street 
  Globe, Arizona 85501 
  Phone: 928-402-8770 
 

viii.Grant County, New Mexico 
Attn: Jon Paul Saari 
County Manager 
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PO Box 898 
Silver City, New Mexico 88062 
575-574-0008 

 
ix.Hidalgo County, New Mexico 

  Attn: Darr Shannon 
  Chairman, Hidalgo County Commission 
  300 Shakespeare Street 
  Lordsburg, New Mexico 88045 
  Phone:  575-542-9341 
 

x.Lincoln County, New Mexico  
Attn: Nita Taylor 
County Manager 
PO Box 711 
Carrizozo, New Mexico 88301 
Phone: 575-648-2385 ext. 101 
 

xi.Los Alamos County, New Mexico 
Attn: Harry Burgess 
County Administrator 
1000 Central Avenue, Suite 320 
Los Alamos, New Mexico 87544 
Phone: 505-663-1750 

 
xii.Luna County, New Mexico 

  Attn: Charles “Tink” Jackson 
  Chair, Wolf Advisory Committee 
  P.O. Box 844  
  Deming, New Mexico 88031 
  Phone: 575-546-2851 
 

xiii.McKinley County, New Mexico 
  Attn: Mr. Douglas W. Decker 
  McKinley County Attorney 
  P.O. Box 70 
  Gallup, New Mexico 
  Phone: 505-722-3868 
 

xiv.Mora County, New Mexico 
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Attn: Rebecca Montoya  
County Manager 
PO Box 580 
Mora, New Mexico 87732-0580 
Phone: 575-387-5279 

 
xv.Mohave County, Arizona 

  Attn: Karl Taylor 
  Planning Manager 
  700 West Beale Street 
  Kingman, Arizona 86402 
  Phone: 928-757-0903 ext. 5823 
 

xvi.San Juan, New Mexico 
Attn: Joanne Thomas 
Administrative Assistant/Executive Office 
1000 S. Oliver Drive 
Aztec, New Mexico 87410 
Phone: 505-334-4271 

 
xvii.San Miguel County, New Mexico 

  Attn: Alex Tafoya 
  Planning and Zoning Supervisor 
  500 W. National Ave., Suite 203 
  Las Vegas, New Mexico 87701 
  Phone: 505-425-7805 
 

xviii.Santa Cruz County, Arizona 
Attn: Carlos Rivera 
County Manager 
2150 North Congress Drive 
Nogales, Arizona 85621 
Phone: 520-375-7812 
 

xix.Santa Fe, New Mexico 
Attn: Ambra Garcia 
Executive Assistant 
102 Grant Avenue 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504 
Phone: 505-986-6200 
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xx.Sierra County, New Mexico 

Attn: Mark Huntzinger 
County Manager 
855 Van Patten 
Truth or Consequences, New Mexico 87901 
Phone: 575-894-6215 
 

xxi.Valencia County, New Mexico 
Attn: Yvette Tabor 
Administrative Assistant, County Managers Office 
PO Box 1119 
Los Lunas, New Mexico 87031 
Phone: 505-866-2014 

 
 

Initiation.  This MOU becomes effective upon written concurrence by the referenced signatory 
Parties below.  
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF: 
 
The Parties hereto have executed the MOU as of the dates shown below. 
 
 
 
__________________________________________   ________________ 
Tom M. White, JR, Chairman       Date 
Apache County Board of Supervisors, Arizona 
 
 
 
__________________________________________   ________________ 
Glyn Griffin, Chairman       Date 
Catron County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico  
 
 
 
__________________________________________   ________________ 
Edward Michael, Chairman,        Date 
Cibola County Board of Commissioners, Arizona   
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__________________________________________   ________________ 
Ann English, Chair,        Date 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors, Arizona  
 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________________________________   ________________ 
Liz Archuleta, Chair,        Date 
Coconino County Board of Supervisors, Arizona  
 
 
 
__________________________________________   ________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chair,       Date 
Gila County Board of Supervisors, Arizona  
 
 
 
__________________________________________   ________________ 
Brett Kasten, Chairman,       Date 
Grant County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico  
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Darr Shannon, Chair,        Date 
Hidalgo County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Jackie Powell, Chairwoman,       Date 
Lincoln County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
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____________________________________________   ________________ 
Geoff Rodgers, Council Chair,      Date 
Los Alamos County Council Members, New Mexico 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Javier Diaz, Chairman,       Date 
Luna County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Genevieve Jackson, Chair,       Date 
McKinley County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
John P. Olivas, Chairman,       Date 
Mora County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Gary Watson, Chairman,       Date 
Mohave County Board of Supervisors, Arizona 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Scott Eckstein, Chairman,       Date 
San Juan County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
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____________________________________________   ________________ 
Nicolas T. Leger, Chairman,       Date 
San Miguel County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Manuel Ruiz, Chairman,       Date 
Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors, Arizona 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Kathy Holian, Chair,        Date 
Santa Fe County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Walter Armijo, Chairman,       Date 
Sierra County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
 
____________________________________________   ________________ 
Charles Eaton, Chair,        Date 
Valencia County Board of Commissioners, New Mexico 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________________________________   ________________ 
Benjamin N. Tuggle, Director, Region 2     Date 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
 
 



 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-2149     Regular Agenda Item      3. D.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Shannon Boyer, Executive
Administrative Asst., Public Works
Division

Department: Public Works Division Division: Facilities
Fiscal Year: 2013 - 2014 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

n/a Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Arizona Public Service Energy Services Company, Inc. (APSES) Technical Energy Audit

Background Information
On April 15, 2011, Professional Agreement No. 6557.102-12-2010 between Gila County and
Arizona Public Service Energy Services Company, Inc. (APSES) was approved by the Board of
Supervisors.  This agreement allowed APSES to perform a technical energy audit of Gila
County for a period of one year.  After the audit was completed, APSES agreed to provide an
Energy Audit Report.  The Energy Audit Report dated July 16, 2012, was presented and
discussed with the Board of Supervisors.

Due to State mandated changes, the entire study had to be changed; therefore, a revised
report was required dated February 2013.  On July 30, 2013, the Energy Audit Report dated
February 2013, was presented and discussed with the Board of Supervisors.

Evaluation
Phases 1 through 3 of the audit consisted of the collection of data, inspection of facilities,
establishment of base year energy consumption, the performance of a financial analysis of
energy conservation measures and the preparation of the detailed Energy Audit Report.

The 4th and final phase will be the design and installation of energy conservation measures
described and recommended in the Energy Audit Report.  If the County chooses to move
forward with this phase, the parties shall execute a construction agreement.

If the County issues a Notice to Proceed in sixty (60) calendar days from the receipt of the
audit, any costs incurred for the audit will be included in the implementation costs of the
energy conservation measures.  If the County decides not to proceed with the final phase of
the project, the County shall pay APSES $17,690 for the energy audit.

Conclusion
The revised Energy Audit Report dated February 2013, is 90% complete and was received in
February 2013.  This revised report was reviewed and discussed by the Board of Supervisors
during the Work Session of July 30, 2013.

Recommendation



The Public Works Facilities and Land Management Department recommends that the Board of
Supervisors review the revised APSES Energy Audit Report and determine whether or not to
move forward with the final phase of the audit.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve or reject moving forward with the final phase of the
Arizona Public Service Energy Services Company, Inc.'s (APSES) Energy Audit Report, which
is the design and installation of energy conservation measures as described and recommended
by APSES in the Energy Audit Report.  If the motion is to reject, the County shall pay APSES
$17,690 for the energy audit.  (Steve Stratton)



   

ARF-2152     Regular Agenda Item      3. E.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Marian
Sheppard,
Clerk, BOS

Submitted By: Marilyn Brewer, Executive Assistant,
Board of Supervisors-District 3

Department: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

N/A Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Information
Request/Subject
Sale of State-Owned Land Deeded in 2013 Prior to BOS Property Tax Sale

Background Information
Each year the County Treasurer issues Treasurer's Deeds (TDs) deeding property to
the state of Arizona for property for which the property owner has not paid property
taxes for the past seven (7) years.  After the TDs have been recorded, they are
presented to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors Department along with photos,
maps and other pertinent information relating to these properties.

Per A.R.S. § 42-18301 through 42-18304, the Board of Supervisors of the county of
which the real property is held by the state under tax deed has authority to sell the
property by auction or an online bidding process.  In Gila County, a live auction is
held around November or December of each year during a regular meeting of the
Board of Supervisors. 

A.R.S.  § 42-18303(E) states, "The board of supervisors may accept an offer from, and
sell real property held by this state by tax deed to, the county or a city, town or
special taxing district in the county for a public purpose related to transportation or
flood control..."

Years ago the Board of Supervisors adopted a procedure to sell, prior to the annual
BOS property tax sale/auction, properties to the County or cities and towns within
Gila County if it would benefit the entity for $1 each.  The statute changed a couple of
years ago which enables this same procedure to occur; however, the County, city,
town or special taxing district must confirm that the subject property would be used
for a public use related to transportation or flood control.

Evaluation
An internal review process was conducted by the Clerk of the Board and the Public



An internal review process was conducted by the Clerk of the Board and the Public
Works Division Deputy Director.  One property was identified that could be a potential
benefit if the County purchased the property, provided the property would be used for
a public purpose related to transportation or flood control.  No other properties were
identified that could be a potential benefit to any other municipalities or special taxing
districts. 

Conclusion
Steve Sanders, Public Works Division Deputy Director, has identified one (1) parcel of
land that the County would like to purchase.  The Treasurer has noted that this
parcel is a portion of Inspiration Drive in Central Heights and is most of the road
behind the water tanks to several other parcels.  This parcel is identified as
Assessor's tax parcel number 207-08-202.  Mr. Sanders also confirmed that said
purchase would be for a public purpose related to transportation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors (BOS) authorize the Clerk of the
Board to remove the above-named parcel from the December 3, 2013, BOS Property
Tax Sale/Auction advertisement; proceed with the administrative process of selling the
parcel to Gila County for $1; and issuing a quit claim deed for said sale.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the Clerk of the Board to remove
Assessor's tax parcel number 207-08-202 from the December 3, 2013, Board of
Supervisors' Property Tax Sale/Auction advertisement; proceed with the
administrative process of selling the parcel to Gila County for $1; and issue a quit
claim deed for said sale.  (Marian Sheppard)

Attachments
Info on Parcel 207-08-202
ARS 42-18303
Quit Claim Deed for Parcel 207-08-202



















When recorded return to:     
Marian Sheppard, Clerk 
Gila County Board of Supervisors 

 
 

 GILA COUNTY QUIT-CLAIM DEED 
                                                                                                                                                   

THIS QUIT CLAIM DEED, made this 22nd day of October 2013, between the State of Arizona, by and 
through the Gila County Board of Supervisors, Grantor, and Gila County, Grantee.  

 
Address of Grantee:  Gila County, 1400 E. Ash Street, Globe, AZ  85501 
 
 RECITALS 

 
WHEREAS, the real property hereinafter described was conveyed to the State of Arizona by Treasurer's 

Deed for the non-payment of taxes, which taxes had been legally assessed against, and became a lien upon, 
said property according to law; and 
 

WHEREAS, in accordance with A.R.S. §42-18303(E), the Board of Supervisors may accept an offer from, 
and sell real property held by the State of Arizona by tax deed to, the county or a city, town or special taxing 
district in the county for a public purpose related to transportation or flood control; and  

 
WHEREAS, it has been determined that the citizens of Gila County would benefit from the purchase of 

one of the parcels of land newly deeded to the State of Arizona by the County Treasurer for a public purpose 
related to transportation; and  
 

WHEREAS, on the 22nd day of October 2013, Grantee did purchase said property for the sum of One 
Dollar ($1.00). 
      

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises, Grantor does hereby quit-claim to Grantee(s) the 
following described real property situated in the County of Gila, State of Arizona: 

 
 Legal Description:  SURFACE RIGHTS ONLY TO A DEPTH OF 100' ON CENTRAL TWNS LOT 17 B LK 20  

 
 Assessor’s Parcel Number:  207-08-202 

 
Exempt transaction pursuant to A.R.S. §11-1134 (A) (3) 
 
DATED this 22nd day of October 2013. 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
Gila County Board of Supervisors 

            
STATE OF ARIZONA ) 
County of Gila    ) ss 

 
Before me, Sherry Grice, a Notary Public in and for the County of Gila, State of Arizona, on this _____ day of 
_______ 2013, personally appeared, Michael A. Pastor, Chairman, Board of Supervisors, Gila County, Arizona, 
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument and acknowledged to me 
that he executed the same for the purpose and consideration therein expressed. 

 
 
       _______________________________ 
           Notary Public 

 My Commission Expires:                    



   

ARF-2140     Regular Agenda Item      3. F.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Bryan
Chambers,
Deputy
Attorney
Principal

Submitted By:

Bryan Chambers, Deputy Attorney
Principal, County Attorney

Department: County Attorney
Fiscal Year: 2013-14 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

Tax year 2011 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Globe Pacific Associates v. Gila County, TX2013-000423 Request for Waiver of Service.

Background Information
The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors has received a request for waiver of service from
an attorney representing Globe Pacific Associates, an Arizona Limited Partnership. 
The request is to waive service of a complaint filed in Arizona Tax Court.  If the Board
decides not to waive service, the attorney representing Globe Pacific Associates has
stated an intention to have the County served formally and then petition the Court to
assess the County the costs associated with that service.

Assuming the Board agrees to waive service, the Board of Supervisors will also need to
direct its counsel regarding whether or how to defend against the action.

Evaluation
The Board may vote to go into executive session pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(3)
to receive legal advice on this item and pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(4) to
instruct its attorney regarding whether or how to defend against the action.

Conclusion
The Board should decide whether to waive service of the summons and complaint in
this action and should direct its attorney as to whether or how to defend against this
action.

Recommendation
The Board should decide whether to waive service of the summons and complaint in
this action and should direct its attorney as to whether or how to defend against this
action.



Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to consider a request by an attorney, who is
representing Globe Pacific Associates, for the Board of Supervisors to waive service of
a summons and complaint filed in Arizona Tax Court (Globe Pacific Associates v. Gila
County, TX2013-000423), and to instruct its attorney as to whether or how to defend
against this action.  The Board may vote to go into executive session pursuant to
A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(3) to receive legal advice on this item and pursuant to A.R.S. §
38-431.03(A)(4) to instruct its attorney regarding whether or how to defend against
the action.  (Bryan Chambers)

Attachments
Waiver and Complaint











































































   

ARF-2131     Consent Agenda Item      4. A.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Kendall
Rhyne, Court
Administrator

Submitted By: Sylvia Hernandez, Probation Officer
Manager, Superior Court

Department: Superior Court Division: Probation Department
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

March 31,
2013 to March
31, 2014 

Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment Nos. 5, 6, 7, 8, to Contract No. A11PC00100 with the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, on behalf of the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center.

Background Information
The Gila County Juvenile Detention Center has contracted with the Bureau of Indian
Affairs for several years.   This contract is an excellent source of income for Gila
County.  The detention center provides housing within its juvenile detention facility for
juveniles who have been arrested and awaiting transport, or awaiting adjudication,
serving sentences, and /or awaiting release from custody as a result of having been
arrested or having been convicted of Tribal violations occurring in Indian Country
within the BIA Truxton Canon Agency, Fort Apache Agency, Colorado River Agency
and Salt River Agency, within the agency's jurisdiction.

Evaluation
Amendment No. 5 to Contract No. A11PC00100 increases the total contract amount
by $30,000 for payment purposes.

Amendment No. 6 to Contract No. A11PC00100 changes the accounting data cited in
Modification No. 5 from HOL400 2012 2013 J3120 258A to K0L400 2012 2013 J3120
258A.

Amendment No. 7 to Contract No. A11PC00100 changes the accounting data cited in
Modification No. 6 from KOL400 2012 2013 J3120 258A to K0L400 2012 2013 J3130
258A.

Amendment No. 8 to Contract No. A11PC00100 extends the term of the contract from
March 31, 2013, to March 31, 2014 for detention and medical services.  This action
was delayed by factors relating to the implementation of the Financial and Business
Management System (FBMS).   As funding becomes available, the contract will be
increased by modification action. 



In addition, Amendment No. 8 to Contract No. A11PC00100 increases the total
amount by .01, from $113,400.00 to $113,400.01.

Conclusion
Amendment No. 5 to Contract No. A11PC00100 increases the contract amount by
$30,000 for payment purposes.

Amendment Nos. 6 & 7 to Contract No. A11PC00100 changes the accounting data
identifiers.

Amendment No. 8 to Contract No. A11PC00100 allows the Gila County Juvenile
Detention Center to continue providing services to the Bureau of Indian Affairs by
extending the contract from March 31, 2013, to March 31, 2014, and increasing the
total amount by .01, from $113,400.00 to $113,400.01.

Recommendation
The Gila County Probation Department recommends the approval of Amendment Nos.
5, 6, 7, and 8 to Contract No. A11PC00100 with the Bureau of Indian Affairs.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment Nos. 5, 6, 7, and 8 to Contract No. A11PC00100 between the
Bureau of Indian Affairs and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County Juvenile
Detention Center, of which the substantive changes include increasing the
contract amount by $30,000 for payment purposes; extending the term of the
contract from March 31, 2013, to March 31, 2014, for detention and medical
services; and increasing the contract amount by .01 for a total contract amount of
$113,400.01.

Attachments
Amendment No 8
Amendment No 7
Amendment No 6
Amendment No 5
Amendment No 4
Amendment No 3
Amendment No 2
Amendment No 1
Contract No A11PC00100
Legal Explanation































































































































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-2104     Consent Agenda Item      4. B.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Leana Asberry, PHEP Program Manager Submitted By: Leana Asberry, PHEP Program Manager,
Health & Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Health Services
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

Yes Fund?: Renewal

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 4 to Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No: ADHS12-007886) between the Arizona Department
of Health Services

Background Information
The original Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-007886) allows the Gila County Health
Department to provide public health emergency preparedness services from July 1, 2011, to June 30, 2012, and
was approved by the Board of Supervisors on December 14, 2011, in the amount of $155,265.00.

Amendment No. 2 Contract No. ADHS12-007886 amended the price sheet for carryover funds in the amount of
$239,056.00 signed by the Board of Supervisors on July 11, 2012.

Amendment No. 3 Contract No. ADHS12-007886 amended the price sheet in the amount of $166,738.00 to cover
the period of July 1, 2012, to June 30, 2013, signed by the Board of Supervisors on October 9, 2012.

Evaluation
This funding will allow the Gila County Health Department to continue to provide public health emergency
preparedness services to Gila County residents.

Conclusion
Approval of the renewal of the Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-007886) will allow Gila County
the ability to provide public health emergency preparedness services.

Recommendation
It is the recommendation of the Director of Health and Emergency Services that the Board of Supervisors approve
this amendment to the Intergovernmental Agreement between Gila County and the Arizona Department of Health
Services in the amount of $175,140.66 to continue to provide public health emergency preparedness services for the
period of July 1, 2013, to June 30, 2014.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 4 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-007886) between Gila
County and the Arizona Department of Health Services in the amount of $175,140.66 to continue to provide public
health emergency preparedness services for the period of July 1, 2013, to June 30, 2014.

Attachments
Amendment 4
Amendment 3
Amendment 2
Original
Legal Explanation
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (IGA) AMENDMENT 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH SERVICES 

1740 W. Adams, Room 303 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

(602) 542-1040 
(602) 542-1741 Fax 

Contract No:   ADHS12-007886 Amendment No.  4 
Sr. Procurement Specialist 

Gabriel Vigil   

Emergency Preparedness Program 
 
 
It is mutually agreed that the Intergovernmental Agreement referenced is amended as follows: 
 
1.  Effective July 1, 2013, replace Price Sheet, Page Two (2), of Amendment Three (3), with Price Sheet, Amendment Four 

(4).  The Total Price Sheet is $175,104.66. 
 
2.  Effective July 1, 2013, Replace Attachment A, Amendment Three (3), Pages Three (3) through Fifteen (15), with 

Attachment A, Pages Four (4) through Twenty Four (24), of this Amendment Four (4). 
 
 
 
 
 
 

All other provisions of this agreement remain unchanged. 

 

 
 
Gila County Health Department 

 CONTRACTOR SIGNATURE 
 
 

 

 

Contractor Name 

 
5515 S. Apache Ave, Suite 400 

Contractor Authorized Signature 

Address 
 

Globe                                        AZ                     85501   

Printed Name 

City                                                       State                             Zip Title 

CONTRACTOR ATTORNEY SIGNATURE 

Pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952, the undersigned public agency attorney 
has determined that this Intergovernmental Agreement is in proper 
form and is within the powers and authority granted under the laws of 
the State of Arizona.  
 
 

 This Intergovernmental Agreement Amendment shall be effective the 
date indicated. The Public Agency is hereby cautioned not to commence 
any billable work or provide any material, service or construction under 
this IGA until the IGA has been executed by an authorized ADHS 
signatory. 

State of Arizona 

 

Signed this ______ day of _______________________ 20____ 

 

Signature                                                          Date 

 
 

Printed Name Procurement Officer 

Attorney General Contract No. P0012012000033, which is an 
Agreement between public agencies, has been reviewed pursuant to 
A.R.S. § 11-952 by the undersigned Assistant Attorney General, who 
has determined that it is in proper form and is within the powers and 
authority granted under the laws of the State of Arizona.   
 

 

 RESERVED FOR USE BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
 

Under House Bill 2011, A.R.S. § 11-952 
was amended to remove the requirement  
that Intergovernmental Agreements be filed  
with the Secretary of State. 
 

Signature                                                                             Date 
Assistant Attorney General 
 
Printed Name:  
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (IGA) AMENDMENT 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH SERVICES 

1740 W. Adams, Room 303 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

(602) 542-1040 
(602) 542-1741 Fax 

Contract No:   ADHS12-007886 Amendment No.  4 
Sr. Procurement Specialist 

Gabriel Vigil   

Emergency Preparedness Program 
 
 
 
3. Delete in its entirety, Terms and conditions, Provision Eighteen (18), Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act 

of 1996 (HIPAA), and replace with the following: 
 
    Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 
 

The Contractor warrants that it is familiar with the requirements of HIPAA, as amended by the Health Information 

Technology for Economic and Clinical Health Act (HITECH Act) of 2009, and accompanying regulations and will comply 

with all applicable HIPAA requirements in the course of this Contract.  Contractor warrants that it will cooperate with the 

Arizona Department of Health Services (ADHS) in the course of performance of the Contract so that both ADHS and 

Contractor will be in compliance with HIPAA, including cooperation and coordination with the Arizona Strategic 

Enterprise Technology (ASET) Office, Statewide Information Security and Privacy Office (SISPO) Chief Privacy Officer 

and HIPAA Coordinator and other compliance officials required by HIPAA and its regulations.  Contractor will sign any 

documents that are reasonably necessary to keep ADHS and Contractor in compliance with HIPAA, including, but not 

limited to, business associate agreements. 

 

If requested by the ADHS Procurement Office, Contractor agrees to sign a ―Pledge To Protect Confidential Information‖ 

and to abide by the statements addressing the creation, use and disclosure of confidential information, including 

information designated as protected health information and all other confidential or sensitive information as defined in 

policy.  In addition, if requested, Contractor agrees to attend or participate in HIPAA training offered by ADHS or to 

provide written verification that the Contractor has attended or participated in job related HIPAA training that is: (1) 

intended to make the Contractor proficient in HIPAA for purposes of performing the services required and (2) presented 

by a HIPAA Privacy Officer or other person or program knowledgeable and experienced in HIPAA and who has been 

approved by the ASET/SISPO Chief Privacy Officer and HIPAA Coordinator. 

 
4. Delete in its entirety, Terms and Conditions, Provision Four (4), Contract Administration and Operation, Section 4.13, 

Scrutinized Businesses. 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (IGA) AMENDMENT 

 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH SERVICES 

1740 W. Adams, Room 303 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

(602) 542-1040 
(602) 542-1741 Fax 

Contract No:   ADHS12-007886 Amendment No.  4 
Sr. Procurement Specialist 

Gabriel Vigil   
 

 
 

PRICE SHEET  
 
 
 
 

Fixed Price 

Description Quantity Unit Rate Extended Price 

 
CDC Deliverables for Public Health Emergency 
Preparedness - PHEP 

 
1 
 

 
$175,104.66 

 
$175,104.66 

Total   $175,104.66 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Contract Number INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

Attachment A ADHS12-007886 
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Arizona Department of Health Services 
Bureau of Public Health Emergency Preparedness 
PHEP Cooperative Agreement Grant 

 

 
Public Health Emergency 

Preparedness Deliverables 
 
 
 

 
BP2 

Budget Year 2013-2014 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

REGIONS 
 

CENTRAL NORTHERN 

SOUTHEASTERN 

WESTERN 



 

Contract Number  
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

Attachment A 
ADHS12-007886 
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1.      PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS: 
 

1.1   Arizona follows the established Emergency Medical Services boundaries to identify regions. The four 

identified regions are Northern, Central, Southeastern, and Western Regions. See Appendix 3 for 

reference. 

 

1.1.1 Central Region PHEP partners include: Gila County, Maricopa County, Pinal County, and Gila 

River Indian Community. 

 

1.1.2 Northern Region PHEP partners include: Apache County, Coconino County, Navajo County, 

Yavapai County, Hopi Tribe, Navajo Nation, and White Mountain Apache Tribe. 

 

1.1.3 Southeastern Region PHEP partners include: Cochise County, Graham County Greenlee 

County, Pima County, Santa Cruz County, Pascua Yaqui Tribe, San Carlos Apache Tribe, and 

Tohono O’Odham Nation. 

 

1.1.4 Western Region PHEP partners include: La Paz County, Mohave County, Yuma County, 

Cocopah Tribe, Colorado River Indian Tribes, Fort Mohave Indian Tribe, Kaibab – Paiute 

Tribe, and Quechan Tribe. 

 

1.2  Partnership/Coalition Meetings (Central, Northern, Southeastern, and Western Regions)  

 

The designated Public Health Emergency Coordinator or representative will attend ADHS Healthcare 

Coalition meetings within their region. These meetings will provide an opportunity for collaboration 

with healthcare facilities, county, state, tribal, and other response partners. Partnerships/coalitions 

shall continue to plan and develop memoranda of understanding (MOU) to share assets, personnel 

and information. Coalition members shall maintain plans to unify ESF-8 management of healthcare 

during a public health emergency, and integrate communication with jurisdictional command in the 

area. 

 

1.3  Reporting 

 

Progress on these deliverables, performance measures, and activities conducted with funds from this 

grant will be reported in a timely manner for the Mid-Year and end of year report. These documents 

will be submitted to ADHS. 

 

1.4  Financial Requirements 

 

1.4.1  Performance 

Failure to meet the deliverables and performance measures described in the Scope of 

Work may result in withholding from a portion of subsequent awards. 

 

1.4.2  Match Requirement 

The PHEP award requires a 10% ―in-kind‖ or ―soft‖ match from all the grant participants. 

Each recipient must include in their budget submission the format they will use to cover 

the match and method of documentation. Failure to include the match formula will 

preclude funding. 
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1.4.3  Inventory 

Provide by mid-year, a completed Inventory List to include all capital equipment (dollar 

amount above $5000). Inventory list will be provided to ADHS. 

 

1.4.4  Budget Spend Plan 

Budget spend plans will be completed and submitted to ADHS after contractor signature. 

Your budget spend plan needs to be reviewed and approved by ADHS before funding is 

released. 

 

1.4.5  Grant Activity Oversight 

Maintain a full-time, part-time, or appointed public health emergency preparedness 

coordinator to have responsibility for oversight of all grant related activities. Preparedness 

coordinator to have responsibility for oversight of all grant related activities. Cooperate 

and coordinate with ADHS in completing on- site visits pursuant to, and in compliance with 

Standard Operating Procedures for Sub-Recipient Monitoring. 

 

1.4.6  Employee Certifications 

PHEP Recipients are required to adhere to all applicable federal laws and regulations, 

including OMB Circular A-87 and semiannual certification of employees who work solely 

on a single federal award. These certification forms must be prepared at least 

semiannually signed by the employee or a supervisory official having firsthand knowledge 

of the work performed by the employee. Employees that are split funded are required to 

maintain Labor Activity Reports (to be provided as requested). These certification forms 

must be retained in accordance with 45 Code of Federal Regulation, Part 92.42 

 

1.4.7  Activities and Purchases 

Activities conducted under and purchases made with this award will be kept specific to the 

deliverables outlined in this document. Other activities and purchases, in line with the 

CDC grant guidance for BP 2 or previous budget period deliverables may be allowed if 

assurances are made that all assigned deliverables for BP1 will be completed. Approval 

for this will be on a case by case basis and conducted by ADHS. 

 

1.5  Exercises 

 

1.5.1 Participate in the 2013-2014 ADHS Training and Exercise Planning Workshop. Provide the 

agency specific HSEEP compliant Training and Exercise Plan (TEP) to ADHS no later than 

September 6, 2013. 

 

1.5.2 Support and participate in at least one ADHS sponsored HPP and PHEP/SNS exercises. 

Exercise participation and support activities may include exercise play, simulation, 

participation in communication pathways, partial or full activation of emergency operation 

centers, and participation in exercise design and evaluation meetings. Submit the After Action 

Reports (AARs) and Improvement Plans (IP) for each exercise to ADHS by June 10, 2014. 
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1.6  Corrective Actions 

 

Track and manage corrective actions identified in responses and exercises. Ensure after action 

reports (AAR) and improvement plans (IP) are generated for any public health emergency exercise or 

real world event in which the public health entity participates and has a role. After a standalone, DSNS 

drill an executive summary and an IP must be provided to the ADHS SNS Coordinator. 

 

1.7  Emergency Notification System 

Provide ADHS with an updated ―County/Tribal Public Health Emergency Contact Information Sheet. 

This should include contact information for the primary, secondary, and tertiary individual for the Public 

Health Incident Management System (e.g. Incident Commander, Operations, etc.) The contact 

information for each individual shall include: ICS title, individual’s name, non- emergency position title, 

office telephone number, mobile telephone number, home telephone number, and email address 

loaded into ADHS Health Service Portal by September 30. 

 

2.  CAPABILITIES: 

 

2.1  Capability 1: Community Preparedness 

 

Definition: Community preparedness is the ability of communities to prepare for, withstand, and 

recover — in both the short and long terms — from public health incidents. By engaging and 

coordinating with emergency management, healthcare organizations (private and community- based), 

mental/behavioral health providers, community and faith-based partners, state, local, and territorial, 

public health’s role in community preparedness is to do the following: 

 

2.1.1   Support the development of public health, medical and mental/behavioral health systems that 

support recovery 

 

2.1.2   Participate in awareness training with community and faith-based partners on how to prevent, 

respond to, and recover from public health incidents 

 

2.1.3   Promote awareness of and access to medical and mental/behavioral health 2 resources that 

help protect the community’s health and address the functional needs (i.e., communication, 

medical care, independence, supervision, transportation) of at-risk individuals 

 

2.1.4  Engage public and private organizations in preparedness activities that represent the 

functional needs of at-risk individuals as well as the cultural and socio-economic, demographic 

components of the community  

 

2.1.5  Identify those populations that may be at higher risk for adverse health outcomes  

 

2.1.6  Receive and/or integrate the health needs of populations who have been displaced due to 

incidents that have occurred in their own or distant communities (e.g., improvised nuclear 

device or hurricane) 
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2.1.7  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.1.7.1   Goal 1. The State in collaboration with emergency management and homeland 

security will disseminate the Jurisdictional risk assessment for evaluation and 

analysis regarding risks to the public health. Local and Tribal health will develop a 

regional approach to address planning gaps. 

 

2.1.7.2  Goal 2. Review written plans to ensure that they include a policy and process to 

participate in existing (e.g., led by emergency management) or new partnerships 

representing at least the following 11 community sectors: business; community 

leadership; cultural and faith- based groups and organizations; emergency 

management; healthcare; social services; housing and sheltering; media; 

mental/behavioral health; state office of aging or its equivalent; education and 

childcare settings. 

 

2.2  Capability 2: Community Recovery 

 

2.2.1  Definition: Community recovery is the ability to collaborate with community partners, (e.g., 

healthcare organizations, business, education, and emergency management) to plan and 

advocate for the rebuilding of public health, medical, and mental/behavioral health systems to 

at least a level of functioning comparable to pre-incident levels, and improved levels where 

possible. 

 

2.2.2  This capability supports National Health Security Strategy Objective 8: Incorporate Post-

Incident Health Recovery into Planning and Response. Post-incident recovery of the public 

health, medical and mental/behavioral health services, and systems within a jurisdiction is 

critical for health security and requires collaboration and advocacy by the public health 

agency for the restoration of services, providers, facilities, and infrastructure within the public 

health, medical and human services sectors. Monitoring the public health, medical and 

mental/behavioral health infrastructure is an essential public health service. 

 

2.2.3  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

Goal 1: Establish a statewide baseline for post-incident recovery and make recommendations 

for systemic improvement for the state of Arizona PHEP stakeholders by developing an 

assessment tool in order to evaluate healthcare system recovery, behavioral health care, and 

human services recovery needs, along with resource availability. 

 

2.3 Capability 3: Emergency Operations Coordination 

 

2.3.1  Definition: Emergency operations coordination is the ability to direct and support an event or 

incident with public health or medical implications by establishing a standardized, scalable 

system of oversight, organization, and supervision consistent with jurisdictional standards and 

practices and with the National Incident Management System. 
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2.3.2 Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.3.2.1   Goal 1: ADHS will acquire situational awareness information in order to determine if 

and to what extent Health Emergency Operations Center (HEOC) activation is 

necessary in order to provide a statewide public health common operating picture. 

This short-term goal will demonstrate the ability of the HEOC to collect the essential 

elements of information from the Local Health Departments. 

 

2.3.2.2  Goal 2: WebEOC access and the application will be extended to the 15 local Health 

Departments and any Tribes who request access to the application. This short-term 

goal will be measured by the execution of the WebEOC application with statewide 

partners. 

 

2.3.2.3  Goal 3: Sustain the Health Emergency Operating Center (HEOC) functionality by 

ensuring competency in staff assembly times, training, and job specific functions. 

2.4  Capability 4: Emergency Public Information and Warning 

 

2.4.1 Definition: Emergency public information and warning is the ability to develop, coordinate, 

and disseminate information, alerts, warnings, and notifications to the public and incident 

management responders. 

 

2.4.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.4.2.1  Goal 1: Leverage existing technologies to communicate with and inform the 

response partners and the general public during operational exercises, on-going 

drills, and responses. This short term goal will be measured and tracked through the 

documentation of drills and through the qualitative and quantitative evaluation of 

exercises and responses in After Action Reports and Improvement Plans (AAR/IPs). 

 

2.4.2.2  Goal 2: Sustain the ability of state, local, and healthcare facility public information 

officers to coordinate, develop, and disseminate public information through the 

conducting of and evaluation of at least one operational exercise. The ability of public 

information officers to determine the need for public information systems establish 

and participate in information systems, and establish avenues for public interaction 

and exchange will be quantitatively and qualitatively evaluated in the context of an 

AAR/IP. 

 

2.5  Capability 5: Fatality Management 

 

2.5.1  Definition:  Fatality management is the ability to coordinate with other organizations (e.g., law 

enforcement, healthcare, emergency management, and medical examiner/coroner) to ensure 

the proper recovery, handling, identification, transportation, tracking, storage and disposal of 

human remains and personal effects; certify cause of death; and facilitate access to 

mental/behavioral health services to the family members, responders and survivors of an 

incident. 
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2.5.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.5.2.1  Goal 1. Identify specific roles and support functions between Arizona Department of 

Health, county Public Health, law enforcement, medical examiners, and private sector 

partners during a Fatality Management response. 

 

2.5.2.2  Goal 2. Coordinate between internal and external partners to facilitate access to 

resources when demand on local jurisdiction exceeds capacity to support fatalities 

from an incident. Ensure resource request are in accordance with public health 

jurisdictional standards and practices and as requested by lead jurisdictional 

authority. This will result in the development and implementation of resource request 

process. 

 

2.5.2.3  Goal 3. Survey county and tribal partners to identify training in support of Fatality 

Management operations to include: mental/behavioral health services, death 

notification, relief to families, and spiritual care. Utilization of a survey prior to and 

post training will measure increased knowledge. 

 

2.6  Capability 6: Information Sharing 

 

2.6.1 Definition: Information sharing is the ability to conduct multijurisdictional, multidisciplinary 

exchange of health-related information and situational awareness data among federal, state, 

local, territorial, and tribal levels of government, and the private sector. 

 

2.6.2 Maintain or Have Access to a Notification System  

Jurisdictions shall maintain or have access to a notification system to share health updates 

and alerts, including epidemiological, clinical, and situational awareness data, with key 

healthcare partners. 

 

2.6.3 Provide Emergency Notification System Contact Information and Participate in

 Bimonthly Communications Drills. 

Jurisdictions shall provide ADHS with emergency contact information sheets semi-annually 

and participate in Bimonthly Communication Drills. Drill results will be provided to ADHS after 

each drill. 

 

2.6.4  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.6.4.1  Goal 1. Conduct multi-jurisdictional and multi-disciplinary exchange of health related 

information and situational awareness with all County and Tribal and local ESF-8 

partners statewide. This short-term goal will be measured by 8% increased 

membership to the interoperable communication systems such as the Health Alert 

Network. 

 

2.6.4.2  Goal 2. Disseminate accurate and appropriate information to the County and Tribal 

and local ESF-8 partners statewide. This goal will be measured by the development 

of an information generation/sharing protocol. 
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2.7  Capability 7: Mass Care 

 

2.7.1  Definition: Mass care is the ability to coordinate with partner agencies to address the public 

health, medical, and mental/behavioral health needs of those impacted by an incident at a 

congregate location. This capability includes the coordination of ongoing surveillance and 

assessment to ensure that health needs continue to be met as the incident evolves. 

 

2.7.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.7.2.1  Goal 1. Determine the jurisdictional public health roles and responsibilities in 

conjunction with Emergency Support Function 6, 8, and 11 partners. . Consolidation 

of information will result in the completion of a statewide plan that will support Mass 

care operations. 

 

2.7.2.2  Goal 2. In conjunction with state and local partners, including emergency 

management and Red Cross collaborate to identify a tool for health screening of 

individuals during shelter operations. Some elements of the tool may be, immediate 

medical needs, mental health needs, sensory impairment or other disability, 

medication use, need for assistance with activities of daily living, and substance 

abuse. The outcome will be a recommendation to the Emergency Preparedness 

Task Force for inclusion in a standard operating procedure for the intake process 

during shelter operations and the clarification of the request process for needed 

supplies in support of shelter operations for access and functional needs.. 

 

2.8  Capability 8: Medical Countermeasure Dispensing 

 

2.8.1  Definition: Medical countermeasure dispensing is the ability to provide medical 

countermeasures (including vaccines, antiviral drugs, antibiotics, antitoxin, etc.) in support of 

treatment or prophylaxis (oral or vaccination) to the identified population in accordance with 

public health guidelines and/or recommendations. 

 

2.8.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.8.2.1  Goal 1. ADHS, County, and Tribal partners will meet quarterly to share best 

practices and lessons learned from Exercises for the rapid dispensing of medical 

countermeasures during a public health emergency. Collaborative review will occur 

during the Arizona Local Public Health Emergency Response Association 

(ALPHERA) and Regional Coalition meetings. By the end of BP2, all County, State, 

and Tribal plans will have been reviewed in their entirety. 

 

2.8.2.2  Goal 2. Coordination between SNS Coordinator and epidemiological staff will 

streamline the incorporation of investigation data into the SNS request process. 

 

2.8.2.2.1    Develop or Update Medical Countermeasure Dispensing Plans 

Written plans should include: standard operating procedures that provide 

guidance to identify the medical countermeasures required for the 

incident or potential incident; protocols to request, receive, distribute, 
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dispense, and manage medical countermeasures within 48 hours of 

request. Planning should include all memoranda of understandings or 

other letters of agreement with state/local/tribal partners; and written 

agreements (e.g., memoranda of agreement, memoranda of 

understanding, mutual aid agreements or other letters of agreement) to 

share resources, facilities, services, and other potential support required 

during the medical countermeasure dispensing activities. Update/ revise 

SNS Plans based upon training improvements, quarterly meeting notes, 

identified threats and regional risk assessments, partner involvement and 

post plans onto ADHS Health Service Portal. 

 

2.9  Capability 9: Medical Materiel Management & Distribution 

 

2.9.1  Definition: Medical materiel management and distribution is the ability to acquire, maintain 

(e.g., cold chain storage or other storage protocol), transport, distribute, and track medical 

materiel (e.g., pharmaceuticals, gloves, masks, and ventilators) during an incident and to 

recover and account for unused medical materiel, as necessary, after an incident. 

 

2.9.2 Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.9.2.1  Goal 1: ADHS, County, and Tribal partners will meet quarterly to share best 

practices and lessons learned from Exercises for Medical Materiel Management and 

Distribution of medical countermeasures during a public health emergency. 

Collaborative review will occur during the Arizona Local Public Health Emergency 

Response Association (ALPHERA) and Regional Coalition meetings. By the end of 

BP2, all County, State, and Tribal plans will have been reviewed in their entirety. 

 

2.9.2.2  Goal 2: Collaborate with the Arizona Board of Pharmacy (AZBP) to develop a query 

protocol of pharmacies during a public health emergency. The protocol will support 

ADHS in determining the current standard inventory of medical countermeasures and 

will allow for streamlined request of medical countermeasures. By the end of BP2, 

the protocol will be an annex to ADHS SNS Plan. 

 

Participate in Inventory Management System quarterly drills in support of medical 

material management and distribution of medical countermeasures. 

 

2.9.3  Drill Requirement 

Each County will conduct at least two different SNS drills utilizing the Target Metric template 

provided by DSNS/ADHS. An executive summary and improvement plan must be submitted 

for each drill. Jurisdictions shall provide ADHS with the Target Metrics by January 10, 2014 

and April 25, 2014 respectively. 

 

2.9.3.1  Staff notification, acknowledgement and assembly 

 

2.9.3.2  Site activation: notification, acknowledgement and assembly 

 

2.9.3.3  Facility Setup 
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2.9.3.4  Pick List Generation 

 

2.9.3.5  Dispensing Throughput 

 

2.9.4  Cities Readiness Initiative (CRI) Drill Requirement 

Each CRI will conduct at least three different SNS drills utilizing the Target Metric template 

provided by DSNS/ADHS. An executive summary and improvement plan must be submitted 

for each drill. Jurisdictions shall provide ADHS with the Target Metrics by January, 10, 2014, 

and April 25, 2014 respectively. 

 

2.9.4.1  Staff notification, acknowledgement and assembly 

 

2.9.4.2  Site activation: notification, acknowledgement and assembly 

 

2.9.4.3 Facility Setup 

 

2.9.4.4  Pick List Generation 

 

2.9.4.5  Dispensing Throughput 

 

2.9.4.6  Public Health Decision Making Tool 

 

2.10  Capability 10: Medical Surge 

 

 2.10.1  Definition: Medical surge is the ability to provide adequate medical evaluation and care 

during events that exceed the limits of the normal medical infrastructure of an affected 

community. It encompasses the ability of the healthcare system to survive a hazard impact 

and maintain or rapidly recover operations that were compromised. 

 

2.10.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.10.2.1 Goal 1. Coordinate jurisdiction's healthcare response through the collection and 

analysis of health data to define the needs of the incident and available healthcare 

staffing and resources. This will be measured by the results of monthly 

communication drills, and expansion of data being requested during Medical Surge 

exercises/operations. 

 

2.10.2.2 Goal 2. As part of the regional Health Care Coalitions, help define public health role 

and the processes to obtain information relating to situational awareness in support 

of medical surge operations. This process will be tested in exercises during BP2. 

 

2.11  Capability 11: Non-Pharmaceutical Interventions 

 

2.11.1  Definition: Non-pharmaceutical interventions are the ability to recommend to the applicable 

lead agency (if not public health) and implement, if applicable, strategies for disease, injury, 

and exposure control. Strategies include the following: 
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2.11.1.1 Isolation and quarantine 

 

2.11.1.2 Restrictions on movement and travel advisory/warnings 

 

2.11.1.3 Social distancing 

 

2.11.1.4 External decontamination 

 

2.11.1.5 Hygiene 

 

2.11.1.6 Precautionary protective behaviors 

 

2.11.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.11.2.1 Goal 1. Maintain and enhance existing plans to address NPIs for multiple incidents. 

Communication plans will be updated and/or maintained to share intervention 

activities with partners and the public. Plans will also include processes to address 

vulnerable populations as well as procedures to enable the scalable implementation 

of the intervention 

 

2.12  Capability 13: Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation 

 

2.12.1  Definition: Public health surveillance and epidemiological investigation is the ability to 

create, maintain, support, and strengthen routine surveillance and detection systems and 

epidemiological investigation processes, as well as to expand these systems and processes 

in response to incidents of public health significance. 

 

Local public health partners should maintain the capacity for surveillance, investigation, and 

control of infectious diseases and public health incidents. Partners should work with ADHS 

to accomplish these functions if capacity is limited at the local level. 

 

Electronic exchange of personal health information should meet applicable patient privacy- 

related laws and standards, including state or territorial laws.  These include the Health 

Insurance Portability and Accountability Act, the Health Information Technology for 

Economic and Clinical Health Act, and standards from the National Institute of Standards 

and Technology and the Office of the National Coordinator for Health Information 

Technology of the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 

 

Written plans should include processes and protocols to gather and analyze data from 

reportable condition surveillance (i.e., conditions for which jurisdictional law mandates name-

based case reporting to public health agencies). Jurisdictions should plan to receive 

Electronic Laboratory Reporting for reportable conditions from healthcare providers using 

national Meaningful Use standards. 

 

2.12.2  Participate in State Testing of the Communicable Disease On-call System 

Jurisdictions shall participate in tests of the communicable disease on-call system, and shall 

ensure that sufficient staff are identified and trained to participate in all system tests. 
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2.12.3  Provide ADHS Staff with Contact Information for MEDSIS Liaison Semi-annually 

Jurisdictions shall provide ADHS staff with contact information for the MEDSIS liaison on a 

semi-annual (every 6 months) basis. MEDSIS liaison responsibilities include 

requesting/approving new users and notifying ADHS when users no longer require access. 

The MEDSIS liaison shall also participate in the MEDSIS quarterly meetings. Arizona utilizes 

MEDSIS to conduct reportable disease surveillance. 

 

2.12.4  Conduct Outreach to Delayed Reporters 

Jurisdictions shall conduct outreach to delayed reporters (entities reporting cases of disease 

later than timeframes allowed by Arizona Administrative Code). Delayed reporters can be 

identified through quarterly timeliness reports generated by ADHS or county-specific 

surveillance systems. Report on the percentage of delayed reporters educated about 

timeliness of reporting. 

 

2.12.5  Participate in Epidemiology Trainings and Exercises 

Jurisdictions shall participate in the Epidemiology Surveillance and Capacity (ESC) meetings 

(at least 10 out of 12), ―How to‖ Presentations (at least 80%) and the Arizona Infectious 

Disease Training and Exercise. Attendance will be monitored by ADHS for use in grant 

reporting. 

 

2.12.6  Conduct Investigations of Reported Urgent Diseases and Public Health Incidents 

Investigation actions should include the following as necessary: case identification, specimen 

collection, case investigation/characterization, and control measure implementation. 

 

2.12.7  Report All Identified Outbreaks Within 24 Hours 

Jurisdictions shall Report all of identified outbreaks to ADHS within 24 hours; include 

documentation on outbreak investigation activities as part of your mid-year and end-of-year 

reports to ADHS. At a minimum, include the information identified in Appendix 1. 

 

2.12.8  Submit Outbreak Summaries to ADHS 

Outbreak summaries must be submitted to ADHS within 30 days of outbreak closure for all 

outbreaks investigated. 

 

2.12.9 Initiate Control Measures within the Appropriate Timeframe 

Indicate time of control measure initiation in the case management screen of MEDSIS. If 

MEDSIS case management screen is unavailable, document control measure timeliness in a 

data collection tool. See Appendix 2 for details related to control measure initiation and 

selected diseases. 

 

2.12.10 Develop a plan to address and/or identify non-reporters 

Local jurisdictions shall develop a brief plan to identify non-reporters and provide outreach to 

these reporters. (i.e., review all healthcare facilities in the jurisdiction and cross-check with 

cases reported in MEDSIS to identify non-reporters.) 

 

2.12.11 Complete monthly performance measure report form 

Jurisdictions shall complete the monthly PHEP performance measure report form distributed 

by ADHS for use in identifying gaps in timeliness of reporting and monitoring outbreaks in 
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the jurisdiction. Performance measure report information will be utilized for mid-year and end-

of-year grant reporting. 

 

2.12.12 Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.12.12.1  Goal 1. Maintain and enhance public health informatics infrastructure, including 

the state- wide electronic disease reporting system (MEDSIS), electronic 

laboratory reporting and syndromic surveillance systems to allow state and local-

level epidemiologists to better collect data, track health events and analyze 

disease trends. This goal will be measured by the number of reports generated 

using the various surveillance systems, the integration of a new outbreak module 

into MEDSIS and the increase in the number of laboratories reporting 

electronically to ADHS. 

 

2.12.12.2  Goal 2. Create and maintain protocols for investigation and communication and 

provide monthly trainings to improve the ability of health departments in Arizona to 

identify outbreaks and determine the source of infection or exposure. Goal 

measured by the number of trainings held throughout the grant period, the 

number of investigations initiated and by the percent of epidemiologists meeting 

CSTE Epidemiology Tier 1 core competencies. 

 

 

2.13  Capability 14: Responder Safety and Health 

 

2.13.1  Definition: The responder safety and health capability describes the ability to protect public 

health agency staff responding to an incident and the ability to support the health and safety 

needs of hospital and medical facility personnel, if requested. 

 

2.13.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.13.2.1  Goal: Conduct gap assessment to determine the percent of healthcare coalitions 

that have systems and processes in place to preserve healthcare system 

functions to protect the coalition member employees (including non-healthcare). 

 

2.14  Capability 15: Volunteer Management 

 

2.14.1  Definition: Volunteer management is the ability to coordinate the identification, recruitment, 

registration, credential verification, training, and engagement of volunteers to support the 

jurisdictional public health agency’s response to incidents of public health significance. 

 

2.14.2  Budget Period Short Term Goal: 

 

2.14.2.1  Goal: Enhance the Volunteer Response Program for the members of the 

Healthcare Coalitions and volunteer organizations by developing updated plans, 

guidelines, forms and training as well as promote the utilization of the State 

Volunteer Management System (ESAR-VHP) at the local level to increase the 

credentialed volunteer database by 8%. The outcome will be measured by 



 

Contract Number  
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

Attachment A 
ADHS12-007886 

 

17 

increased revised/updated plans, new standard operating procedures, and forms 

for healthcare coalitions, ESF 8 partners, and local volunteer organizations for 

volunteer management and increased utilization of the AZ ESAR-VHP database 

for all volunteer organizations in Arizona. 
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Table 1- Deliverables “At a Glance” 

 PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO ALL PARTNERS 

1 Partnership/Coalition Meetings Attendance: Designated PHEP Coordinator or representative will attend 

meetings within their region 

2 Reporting:  Mid-Year and End of Year Reports 

3 Financial Requirements:  Performance, Match Requirement, Inventory, Budget Spend Plan, Grant Activity 

Oversight, Employee Certifications, Activities and Purchases 

4 Exercises:  Participate in the 2013-2014 ADHS Training and Exercise Plan Workshop, Provide ADHS agency 

specific HSEEP TEP no later than September 6, 2013 

5 Exercises:  Conduct and Participate in at least one ADHS Sponsored HPP and PHEP/SNS Program Exercises 

and Public Health. 

6 Exercises:  Submit at Least One After Action Report from HSEEP Compliant Exercise or Real Event to ADHS by 

June 10, 2014 

7 Corrective Actions:  Develop and maintain Tracking Tool for AAR/IPs 

 GOALS/OBJECTIVES 

1 Community Preparedness: Local and Tribal health will develop a regional approach to address planning gaps 

identified 

 Community Preparedness: Review/update written plans to ensure they include policy and process to participate 

in partnerships representing at least the 11 identified community sectors 

2 Community Recovery: Evaluate healthcare system, behavioral health care and human services recovery needs, 

along with resource availability. 

3 Emergency Operations Coordination: Local Health Departments gain access to WebEOC for their identified key 

staff 

4 Emergency Public Information: Conduct regularly scheduled, ongoing communications drills with ADHS to 

ensure equipment and staff are ready for real-world responses 

5 Fatality Management: Identify specific roles and functions during a Fatality Management response 

6 Information Sharing:  Provide Emergency Notification System Contact Information and Participate in System 

Tests 

7 Mass Care: Identify Local Health roles and responsibilities to provide health services, and shelter services during a 

mass care incident 
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8 Medical Countermeasure Dispensing: Meet with ADHS SNS Coordinator quarterly to review Medical 

Countermeasure Dispensing Plans for the alignment of State and Local deployment of medical countermeasures 

 Medical Countermeasure Dispensing Drills Non-CRI: Each County conduct at least two different SNS drills 

provide ADHS the target metrics by January 10, 2114 and April 

25, 2014 

 Medical Countermeasure Dispensing CRI: Cities Readiness Initiative (CRI) Drill requirement, Each County 

conduct at least three different SNS drills provide ADHS the target metrics by January 10, 2114 and April 25, 2014 

9 Medical Materiel Management & Distribution: Participate in ADHS quarterly inventory Management System 

drills 

10 Medical Surge: Participate in ADHS monthly communication drills with healthcare system partners 

10 Medical Surge: Assist Coalition in developing processes for obtaining coalition-level situational awareness 

11 Non-Pharmaceutical Interventions: Review plans to ensure the address NPIs for multiple incidents, updated 

plans as required to share intervention activities with partners and the public 

13 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation: Participate in State testing of the 

communicable disease on-call system- Counties Only 

 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation: Provide ADHS Staff with Contact Information 

for MEDSIS Liaison Semi-annually 

 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation: Conduct outreach to delayed reporters (entities 

reporting cases of disease later than timeframes allowed by Arizona Administrative Code)-  Counties Only 

 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation: Participate in at least 80% of the Epi 

Surveillance and Capacity meetings 

 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation: Conduct investigations of reported urgent 

diseases and public health incidents. 

 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation: Report All Identified Outbreaks within 24 Hours 

(see Appendix 1) 
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 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation:  Submit Outbreak Summaries to ADHS (within 

30 Days of Outbreak Closure for all Outbreaks Investigated) 

 Public Health Surveillance and Epidemiological Investigation - Mitigation Actions: Initiate Control Measures 

within the Appropriate Timeframe (see Appendix 2) 

14 Responder Safety and Health: Complete a gap assessment survey to identify system and processes in place to 

preserve and maintain healthcare system functions and provide an inventory of Personal Protective Equipment. 

15 Volunteer Management: Complete a volunteer needs assessment provided by ADHS which will include, 

identification of situations that would necessitate the need for volunteers in healthcare organizations, estimations of 

the anticipated volunteers, resource needs, identification of the health professional roles and known liability issues. 
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APPENDIX 1 

 

Outbreaks include all notifiable cases and clusters, but should exclude: conjunctivitis, strep throat/group A streptococcal 
infection, influenza-like illness, RSV, lice, scabies, HIV, STD, and TB. 

 
Outbreak Reporting Table – July 1, 2013-June 30, 2014:  

# of outbreak 

reports received 

# of outbreaks 

investigated 

# of outbreaks with 

specimens 

collected (human 

or animal) 

# of outbreak 

investigations with 

reports generated 

# of outbreak 

investigations with 

complete reports or 

summary forms 

submitted to ADHS 
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APPENDIX 2 
 

1. Initiation of control measures can include: 

 

1.1 Initiation of an appropriate control measure 

 

1.2 A recommendation for initiation of a control measure 

 

1.3 A decision not to initiate or recommend a control measure 

 

1.4 Documented inability to initiate a control measure despite an effort to do so 

 

2.  Selected reportable diseases include: Botulism, Shiga toxin-producing E. coli, Hepatitis A, Measles, Meningitis, 

Tularemia: reference appendix 2 for table of control measures and initiation timeframes requirements. 

 

Public Health Control Measures and Timeframes: 

 Disease /agent Example control measures Initiation timeframe 
Botulism Identification of potentially 

exposed individuals Identification 
/ recovery of suspected source of 
infection, as applicable 

Within 24 hours of initial case 
identification 

E. coli (STEC) Contact tracing 
Education: contacts as 
applicable 
Exclusions: child care, food 
handling as applicable 

Within 3 days of initial case 
identification 

Hepatitis A, Acute Contact tracing Education: 
contacts Immunization 
(active/passive) administered 
or recommended to contacts, 
as appropriate 

Within 1 week of initial case 
identification 

Measles Contact tracing 
Education: contacts 
Immunization (active/passive) 
administered or recommended 
for susceptible individuals 
Isolation: confirmed cases 

Within 24 hours of initial case 
identification 

Meningococcal Disease Contact tracing Education: 
contacts Prophylaxis 
administered or 
recommended for susceptible 
individuals 

Within 24 hours of initial case 
identification 

Tularemia a) Identification of potentially 
exposed individuals 
b) identification of source of 
infection, as applicable 

a) Within 48 hours 
b) within 48 hours of initial case 
identification 
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APPENDIX 3 
 

CENTRAL REGION 

 

County 

GILA 

MARICOPA 

PINAL 

Tribal 
 
GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY 

 

 
NORTHERN REGION 

 

County 

APACHE 

COCONINO 

NAVAJO 

YAVAPAI 

Tribal 

HOPI TRIBE 

NAVAJO NATION 

WHITE MOUNTIAN APACHE TRIBE 

 

 
SOUTHERN REGION 

 

County 

COCHISE 

GRAHAM 

GREENLEE 

PIMA 

SANTA CRUZ 

Tribal 

PASCUA YAQUI TRIBE 

SAN CARLOS APACHE TRIBE 

TOHONO O'ODHAM NATION 
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WESTERN REGION 

 

County 

LA PAZ 

MOHAVE 

YUMA 

Tribal 

COCOPAH TRIBE 

COLORADO RIVER INDIAN TRIBES 

FORT MOJAVE INDIAN TRIBE 

KAIBAB - PAIUTE TRIBE 

QUECHAN TRIBE 

 

 
 
 















































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-2132     Consent Agenda Item      4. C.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Paula Horn, Deputy Director of
Prevention Services

Submitted By: Paula Horn, Deputy Director of
Prevention Services, Health &
Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Prevention Services
Fiscal Year: 2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

10/01/13 to 09/30/14 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 2 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-010890) with Arizona Department of
Health Services

Background Information
The Board of Supervisors adopted this Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) on October 18, 2011.  This contract
provides funding for continuation of the Commodity Supplemental Foods Program (CSFP) and the Senior Farmers'
Market Nutrition Program (SFMNP). This popular program provides approximately 200 low-income individuals,
mostly seniors, with a box of commodities each month that provides nutrients that participants might not otherwise
receive.  Farmers' Markets are now a feature during the summer in Payson and Globe.

The Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 1 on February 7, 2012 extending the services and the price
sheet.

Evaluation
This Amendment will replace the Price Sheet section of the Intergovernmental Agreement.  CSFP funding
will increase the level of funding from $5,160 to $5,448.

Seniors Farmer's Market Nutrition Program will remain fee for service at the same rate of $1.25 for each unit of
check issuance.

Conclusion
This Amendment to the IGA contract provides funding of $5,488 for continuation of the Commodity Supplemental
Foods Program (CSFP) from October 1, 2013, to September 30, 2014.

Recommendation
The Director of Health & Emergency Services recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve Amendment No. 2
to the Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. ADHS12-010890 between the Arizona Department of Health
Services and Gila County Division of Health & Emergency Services, which will allow Nutrition Services to continue
to provide CSFP services to the residents of Gila County.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 2 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-010890) between the Gila
County Division of Health and Emergency Services and the Arizona Department of Health Services in the amount of
$5,488 for the continuation of the Commodities Supplemental Food Program (CSFP) and Senior Farmer's Market
Nutrition Program (SFMNP) for the period October 1, 2013, to September 30, 2014.

Attachments
Amendment #2 to IGA 
Amendment #1
CFSP IGA Contract No. ADHS12-010890
Legal Explanation





















































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-2123     Consent Agenda Item      4. D.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Malissa Buzan, Community
Services Division Director

Submitted By: Cecilia Bejarano, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Services Division

Department: Community Services Division Division: Comm. Action Program/Housing Servs.
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

N/A Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Memorandum of Understanding between Gila County and the Town of Hayden.

Background Information
This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is written in compliance with the Intergovernmental
Agreement (IGA) approved by the Board of Supervisors on July 16, 2013.

The Town of Hayden has applied for Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds for housing
rehabilitation within the Town.  The County, through its Community Services Division, has participated
in the preparation of said documents and is prepared to assist the Town  in the administration of the
grant if and when  funds are received.

Evaluation
The County, through the Community Services Division, will provide professional and technical
assistance, as well as inspections for rehabilitation services anticipated under this grant.

As full and complete compensation, the County shall be paid $14,000 for administration of the grant,
$68,576 for construction work, and $17,000 for rehabilitation services provided pursuant to this
Agreement. 

Conclusion
If funding is awarded, the Town of Hayden will rehabilitate approximately two housing rehabilitation
projects anticipated under the grant funds.

Technical Support will be provided by the Community Services Division.

Recommendation
The Gila County Division of Community Services Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors
approve this Memorandum of Understanding.

Suggested Motion
Approval of a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the County of Gila and the Town of
Hayden, which is written in compliance with the Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) approved by the
Board of Supervisors on July 16, 2013.  The Town of Hayden has applied for Community Development
Block Grant Funds (CDBG) to provide housing rehabilitation within the Town of Hayden, and it is
requesting that the Gila County Community Services Division provide technical support.

Attachments



Memorandum of Understanding between Gila County and Town of Hayden
Intergovernmental Agreement Town of Hayden
Legal Explanation





























































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-2141     Consent Agenda Item      4. E.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Malissa Buzan, Community
Services Division Director

Submitted By: Cecilia Bejarano, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Services Division

Department: Community Services Division Division: Comm. Action Program/Housing Servs.
Fiscal Year: July 1, 2013 - June 30,

2014
Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

July 1, 2010 - June 30,
2015

Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 9 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. DE111073001) with the Arizona
Department of Economic Security.

Background Information
On July 6, 2010, Contract No. DE111073001 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On May 3, 2011, Amendment No. 1 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On June 7, 2011, Amendment No. 2 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On November 15, 2011, Amendment No. 3 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On June 26, 2012, Amendment No. 4 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On August 7, 2012, Amendment No. 5 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On November 13, 2012, Amendment No. 6 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On January 22, 2013, Amendment No. 7 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.
On June 25, 2013, Amendment No. 8 was approved by the Board of Supervisors.

Evaluation
Amendment No. 9 to Contract No. DE111073001, will change the reimbursement ceiling for the service
Case Management from $328,344 to $341,542. This is an increase of $13,198.

The reimbursement ceiling for the service Community Services is increased from $150,000 to $151,400.
This is an increase of $1,400.

The cumulative reimbursement ceiling for the contract period July 1, 2010, through June 30, 2015, is
$2,319,693.13.

Amendment No. 9 will also replace Section 16.0, (pg. 2 of amendment), which pertains to Background
Checks for Employment through the Central Registry located in the DES Special Terms and Conditions
in its entirety.

Conclusion
Amendment No. 9 will increase funding which will allow the Community Action/Housing Services
Programs to continue to provide assistance to eligible citizens residing in Gila County.

This Amendment will also replace the Background Checks for Employment through the Central Registry
section located in the DES Special Terms and Conditions in its entirety.

Recommendation
The Gila County Division of Community Services Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors



The Gila County Division of Community Services Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors
approve this amendment.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 9 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. DE111073001) between
the Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES)and the Gila County Division of Community
Services, Community Action/Housing Services, changing the reimbursement ceiling for the service Case
Management from $328,344 to $341,542 and the reimbursement ceiling for Community Services from
$150,000 to $151,400. The Background Checks for Employment through the Central Registry section
located in the DES Special Terms and Conditions is replaced in its entirety. Changes will be effective on
the date of the last signature through June 30, 2014.

Attachments
Amendment No. 9 Contract No. DE111073001 DES
Amendment No. 8 Contract No. DE111073001 DES
Amendment No. 7 Contract No. DE111073001
Amendment No. 6 Contract No. DE111073001
Amendment No. 5 Contract No. DE111073001 DES
Amendment No. 4 Contract No. DE11073001 DES
Amendment No. 3 Contract No. DE111073001 DES
Amendment No. 2 Contract No. DE111073001
Amendment No. 1 Contract DE111073001 DES
Original Contract No. DE111073001 DES
Legal Explanation





































































































































































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-2145     Consent Agenda Item      4. F.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Barbara Valencia, WIA
Department Program
Manager

Submitted By: Barbara Valencia, WIA Department
Program Manager, Community Services
Division

Department: Community Services Division Division: WIA Department
Fiscal Year: Fiscal Year 2013 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

July 1, 2010 - June 30,
2014

Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 11 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. DE111006001) with Arizona
Department of Economic Security.

Background Information
Under Title 1B of the Workforce Investment Act (WIA), the workforce investment system provides the
framework for delivery of workforce investment activities to individuals who need those services,
including job seekers, dislocated workers, youth, incumbent workers, veterans, persons with
disabilities, and employers.

September 2010 - Board of Supervisors approved the original Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract
No. DE111006001.)

January 8, 2010 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 1 which adds Section 48.0
Background Checks for Employment through the Central Registry.

February 1, 2011 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 2 which amended Section 6.2
Compensation which adds $356,626 to the Dislocated Worker Program.

February 1, 2011 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 3 which amended 6.1 Compensation
which adds PY10 set-a-side dollars for contract performance in the amount of $37,809.

August 2, 2011 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 4 which amended Section 3.1, Section
6.2, Section 7.7, Section 8, Section 12.4 and Section 48.

November 1, 2011 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 5 which was amended to include
paragraphs - Section 34.2, Section 35.2.

April 3, 2012 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 6 which was amended to reduced the
Dislocated Worker funds from $979,412 to $964,412.

July 17, 2012 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 7 which was amended to increase the
contract from $5,847,242 to $8,642.496.

September 4, 2012 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 8 which was was amended to
increase the contract from $8,642.496 to $8,699,003.

February 5, 2013 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 9 which was amended to reduce the
contract from $8,699,003 to $8,549,003 which reflects a reduction of $150,000.



October 1, 2013 - Board of Supervisors approved Amendment No. 10 which was amended to increase
the contract from $8,549,003 to $8,577,410.

Evaluation
Dislocated Worker funds for FY13 are decreased by $150,000 from $901,786 to $751,786.  This
decrease is movement of Dislocated Worker funds to the Nineteen Tribal Nations Workforce Investment
Area in order to serve the dislocated workers previously served by Gila County.

Conclusion
Amendment No. 11 has decreased the total contract from $8,577,410 to $8,427,410 by the amount of
$150,000.

Recommendation
Recommendation that the Board of Supervisors approve Amendment No. 11 to the Intergovernmental
Agreement between Arizona Department of Economic Security and Gila County Board of Supervisors
which decreases Contract DE111006001 by $150,000.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 11 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract DE111006001) between
the Arizona Department of Economic Security and Gila County Board of Supervisors decreasing
the reimbursement ceiling from $8,577,410 to 8,427,410.  The decrease of $150,000 is movement
of Dislocated Worker funds to the Nineteen Tribal Nations Workforce Investment Area in order that they
may continue to serve the dislocated workers previously reported under Gila County.

Attachments
Amendment No. 11 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 10 - Contract De111006001
Amendment No. 9 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 8 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 7 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 6 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 5 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 4 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 3 - Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 2- Contract DE111006001
Amendment No. 1 - Contract DE111006001
Original Contract DE111006001
Legal Explanation



Revised::  5/28/09 

 
 
 
 

 
Intergovernmental Agreement 

CONTRACT AMENDMENT 
1.  CONTRACTOR (Name and address) 

Gila County Board of Supervisors 
 5515 S Apache Blvd 
 Globe, AZ  85501 

 2.  CONTRACT ID NUMBER 
  DE111006001 
 3.  AMENDMENT NUMBER 

 
                           11 

4. THE PARTIES AGREE TO THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENT 
 
Pursuant to Section 6.0 Manner of Financing, Paragraph 6.2 the following reduction of funds by Program and Fiscal 
Year are:    
 
FY13 Dislocated Worker Program Funds  
FROM  $901,786.00  TO   $751,786.00 
 
The reimbursement ceiling is decreased from $ 8,577,410.00 to $8,427,410.00 
 
The decrease of $150,000.00 is movement of Dislocated Worker funds to the Nineteen Tribal Nations Workforce 
Investment Area in order that they may continue to serve the dislocated workers previously reported under Gila 
County. 

5.    In accordance with A.R.S. § 35-393.06, the Contractor certifies that the Contractor does not have scrutinized business 
operations in Iran.  

 
       In accordance with A.R.S. § 35-391.06, the Contractor certifies that the Contractor does not have scrutinized business 

operations in Sudan.  
 6.     EXCEPT AS PROVIDED HEREIN, ALL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT AS HERETOFORE CHANGED AND/OR 

AMENDED REMAIN UNCHANGED AND IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  THE AMENDMENT SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE 
OF LAST SIGNATURE UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED HEREIN.  BY SIGNING THIS FORM ON BEHALF OF THE CONTRACTOR, THE 
SIGNATORY CERTIFIES HE/SHE HAS THE AUTHORITY TO BIND THE CONTRACTOR TO THIS CONTRACT. 

7. 
 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY 

8.  NAME OF CONTRACTOR 
GILA COUNTY  

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED INDIVIDUAL SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED INDIVIDUAL 

TYPED NAME 
Francine Whittington 

TYPED NAME 
Michael A. Pastor 

TITLE 
Procurement Manager 
 

TITLE 
Gila County Board of Supervisors Chairman 

DATE 
 

DATE 
 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH ARS §11-952 THIS CONTRACT AMENDMENT HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED WHO HAVE DETERMINED THAT THIS 
CONTRACT AMENDMENT IS IN APPROPRIATE FORM AND WITHIN THE POWERS AND AUTHORITY GRANTED TO EACH RESPECTIVE PUBLIC BODY. 
 

ARIZONA ATTORNEY GENERAL’S OFFICE  
 
By:  _________________________________________   By: ____________________________________ 
 Assistant Attorney General         Public Agency Legal Counsel 
Date: _______________________________________   Date: __________________________________ 

 



































































































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-2137     Consent Agenda Item      4. G.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Robert Gould, Community
Development Division Director

Submitted By: Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division

Department: Community Development Division Division: Community Development Administration

Information
Request/Subject
Gila County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board Member Reappointments.

Background Information
Clint Miller was appointed to the Gila County Building Advisory and Appeals Board on December 4,
2012, to complete the term vacated by Richard Franco, which expires December 31, 2013.  Mr. Miller is
an Arizona licensed architect and resides in Pine, Arizona.  

Perry Schaal was appointed to the Gila County Building Advisory and Appeals Board on May 22, 2012,
to complete the term vacated by Bernie Lieder. which expires December 31, 2013.  Mr. Schaal is an
Arizona licensed commercial and residential plumber who resides in Pine. 

Evaluation
ARS 11-862 and the Gila County Building Code Ordinance require that the Gila County Building and
Advisory Board consist of members who are Gila County residents with experience in certain
categories.  Both members qualify and are willing to serve another term of office.

Conclusion
Mr. Clint Miller and Mr. Perry Schaal meet the requirements to be a member of the Gila County
Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board and are currently serving on said Board.

Recommendation
The Community Development Division Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors
reappoint Clint Miller and Perry Schaal to serve another term of 4 years to expire December 31, 2017.

Suggested Motion
Approval to reappoint Clint Miller and Perry Schaal to serve a 4-year term of office on the Gila County
Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board, from January 1, 2014, to December 31, 2017.

Attachments
GC Building Safety Advisory & Appeals Board Proposed Membership List
ARS 11-862
Section 4 of the Gila County Bldg Code Ord



 
GILA COUNTY BUILDING SAFETY ADVISORY AND APPEALS BOARD 

(Proposed to BOS on 10/22/13 and if approved, the list will be as follows) 
 

NAME OF MEMBER 
 

*This Board was created on 
10/23/07 and these members 

were appointed on 3/4/08. 

TYPE OF 
APPOINTMENT 

 
Mark with A, B, C, 
D or E – see below 

NEW APPOINTMENT OR REAPPOINTMENT 
(Include BOS approval date next to letter) 

New Appointment:  Choose “A” or “B” 
A -for existing vacancy or 
B -to fill a vacancy created by (provide name) 
or 
Reappointment:  Mark with a “C” and include 
number of years served prior to most recent 
appointment 

DATES OF TERM 
(Put the month, day and 
year both beginning & 

ending dates) 

LENGTH OF TERM  
(# of years) 

Perry Schall – Plumber D C (10/22/13) As of 12/31/13, will 
have served 1 year, 7 
months 

01/01/14-12/31/17 4 years 

Clint Miller – Architect D C (10/22/13) As of 12/31/13, will 
have served 13 months 

01/01/14-12/31/17 4 years 

Mike Hanich-Architectural 
Draftsman 

D C (01/24/12) 3 years, 9 months 01/01/12-12/31/15 4 years 

Walter Del Campo-Electrical 
Contractor 

D B (06/25/13) (Peter Havens) 06/25/13-12/31/16 3 ½ years 

Bruce Binkley-Architect D B (04-16-13) (John Marcanti) 04/16/13-12/31/14 1 year, 8 months 
Bob O’Connor-HVAC 
Contractor 

D C (03/15/11) 2 years, 9 months 01/01/11-12/31/14 4 years  

Pete Oddonetto-General 
Contractor 

D C (01/24/12) 3 years, 9 months 01/01/12-12/31/15 4 years 

 
Appointment Designation Definitions: 
A) Statutory District Appointment:  Member must reside within the supervisorial district boundary from which he/she is appointed. 
 
B) Supervisor Appointment: Member unrestricted by district. 
 
C) Joint Appointment:  Membership is comprised of appointments from different jurisdictions.  Appointments made by other entities are acknowledged by the 
Board of Supervisors.   
 
D) County at Large:  Members are unrestricted by district and can be recommended by appointment by any supervisorial district or by the committee. 
 
E) Alternate Members:  As defined by individual committee criteria. 



















SECTION 4.  ADVISORY AND APPEALS BOARD 

 

 

A. Authority and Purpose 

 

1. Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes, Title 11, Chapter 6, Article 3, § 11-862 

there shall be and is hereby created the Building Safety Advisory and Appeals 

Board.  Whenever the terms “Board”, “Advisory Board”, “Board of Appeals” or 

“Advisory and Appeals Board” appear in the Building Code or the Building Code 

Ordinance, they shall mean the Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board. 

 

2. This Advisory and Appeals Board is established to hear and decide appeals of 

orders, decisions, or determinations made by the Building Official relative to the 

application and interpretation of the Building Code and to determine the 

suitability of alternative materials and construction methods. 

 

3. The Advisory and Appeals Board shall also provide technical advice to the 

Building Official to assist in the formation and adoption of revisions or 

amendments to the Building Code and the Building Code Ordinance. 

 

4. The functions, duties and rules of procedure for conducting the business of the 

Advisory and Appeals Board shall be as specified in this section. 

 

B. Members and Qualifications 

 

1. The Advisory and Appeals Board shall consist of seven (7) members appointed by 

and serving at the pleasure of the Board of Supervisors.  Initial appointments shall 

be made as follows: 

a. Two members shall be appointed to four year terms. 

b. Two members shall be appointed for three year terms. 

c. Two members shall be appointed for two year terms. 

d. One member shall be appointed to a one year term. 

 

Thereafter, members shall be appointed for a term of four (4) years, staggered so 

that at least one but not more than two terms expire each year. 

 

The Building Official shall serve as a non-voting ex officio member of the Board 

and shall act as secretary to the Board. 

 

2. Members of the Advisory and Appeals Board must be residents of Gila County 

but cannot be employees of Gila County government.  This Board shall include 

members from the following categories to the extent that persons meeting the 

qualifications are available and willing to serve: 

1. An architect duly licensed in the state of Arizona. 

2. A professional engineer duly licensed in the state of Arizona. 

3. A general contractor duly licensed in the state of Arizona 



4. A person representing the public 

5. A person engaged in the electrical, mechanical or plumbing trade. 

 

3. Each member of this Board shall have substantial experience in at least one of the 

fields covered by the Building Code and must be qualified by experience and 

training to decide on matters pertaining to building construction. 

 

4. Members of this Board shall serve without compensation except for 

reimbursement of expenses as approved by the Board of Supervisors.  This Board 

shall not be empowered to incur debts, nor make any purchases nor enter into any 

contracts or agreements binding Gila County. 

 

 

 

 

C. Vacancies 

 

1. A vacancy shall be filled in the same manner in which original appointments are 

made.  An appointment made to fill an unexpired term shall be made for the 

remainder of that unexpired term only. 

 

2. Board members may resign from their appointed position at any time for any 

reason.  However, a thirty (30) day written notice of resignation should be 

provided to the Secretary of the Board. 

 

3. The Board of Supervisors may remove any member who is absent from more than 

three (3) consecutive Board meetings or 50% or more of all Board meetings held 

during any one calendar year or for other due cause as determined by the Board of 

Supervisors.  Written notice of removal shall be delivered to the member being 

removed and a copy shall be furnished to the Secretary of the Board who will 

provide the Chairman of the Board with a copy. 

 

4. Members shall give advance notice of any anticipated absence to the Secretary of 

the Board to allow the Secretary to assure the presence of a quorum. 

 

D. Duties of the Board 

 

1. The Board shall hear and decide appeals of orders, decisions, or determinations 

made by the Building Official relative to the application and interpretation of the 

Building Code and to determine the suitability of alternative materials and 

construction methods.  The Board shall also provide technical advice to the 

Building Official to assist in the formation and adoption of revisions or 

amendments to the Building Code and the Building Code Ordinance. 

 



2. The Board shall elect from its members a Chairman and Vice-Chairman by 

majority vote of the members at the first meeting of each calendar year to serve 

for a term of one calendar year. 

 

3. Legal Counsel shall be provided by the Gila County Attorney or a Deputy County 

Attorney. 

 

4. The Chairman shall preside at all meetings, shall conduct all hearings, and shall 

exercise and perform such other duties as may be required or assigned by the 

Board.  The Chairman shall rule on procedure or on order of presentation at all 

Board meetings or hearings. 

 

5. In the absence of the Chairman, the Vice-Chairman shall assume the duties of the 

Chairman and, when so acting, has the same powers and is subject to the same 

restrictions as the Chairman. 

 

6. In the absence of both the Chairman and the Vice-Chairman, a Chairman pro-

tempore shall be elected by majority vote from among the members present.  In 

the absence of the Chairman and the Vice-Chairman, the Chairman pro-tempore 

shall assume the duties of the Chairman and, when so acting, has the same powers 

and is subject to the same restrictions as the Chairman. 

 

7. All members present at a hearing or meeting of the Board shall vote unless 

abstaining due to a conflict of interest.  In the event of a tie, the Chairman shall 

call for an additional or amended motion in an attempt to resolve the tie.  If the tie 

cannot be resolved, the vote shall be reflected in the minutes. 

 

8. Any member of the Board who has a conflict of interest in any matter brought 

before the Board shall make known such interest in the record of the proceeding 

and shall refrain from voting upon or otherwise participating in the deliberations 

and decisions regarding such matter. 

 

9. The Secretary of the Board shall keep or cause to be kept minutes of the 

proceedings of the Board and shall provide an agenda to each Board member 

prior to the time set for any Board hearing or meeting. 

 

10. The Secretary of the Board shall be custodian of the records of the Board. 

 

E. Hearings and Meetings 

 

1. The Board shall meet at the call of the Chairman or at the request of the Building 

Official but at least two times in any calendar year. 

 

2. All Board meetings and hearings are subject to the Arizona Open Meeting Law 

and shall be conducted per Robert’s Rules of Order.  However, the Board has the 

option of waiving any portion of those rules that they choose. 



 

3. Notice of the date, time and place of any regular or special meeting or hearing of 

the Board, including an agenda of the matters to be addressed, shall be given at 

least seven (7) days prior to the meeting by posting notice to the general public. 

 

4. The Board may approve, approve with conditions and/or stipulations, deny or 

continue any issue brought before them. 

 

5. The Board shall be the judge of the qualifications of a person appearing as an 

expert witness.  The Board shall determine the extent of consideration to be given 

to the testimony or evidence presented by a person appearing as an expert witness. 

 

6. During any hearing or meeting of the Board, The Building Official may be called 

upon to clarify the Code requirement(s) and/or support the position of the 

Building Safety Department on any particular order, decision or determination 

currently held or being enforced. 

 

F. Quorum and Voting 

 

1. Four members constitute a quorum.  If a quorum cannot be obtained, the meeting 

shall be rescheduled. 

 

2. Any vote of the Board shall be recorded in the minutes.  If the vote is not 

unanimous, each member’s vote will be recorded individually. 

 

3. An approval of a motion shall be accomplished by an affirmative vote of a 

majority of members present.  The motion is then considered to have carried or 

been passed. 

 

4. Any motion that fails to obtain a majority vote of the members present shall be 

considered a denial of the motion.  The motion is considered to have failed or 

been denied. 

 

5. The Board may reconsider a motion which has passed if a member who voted in 

favor of the original motion makes a motion to reconsider within the same 

meeting and the motion to reconsider passes. 

 

G. Appeals 

 

1. Any person(s) may initiate an appeal of an order, decision, or determination made 

by the Building Official relative to the application and interpretation of the 

Building Code.  A Notice of Appeal must be filed within thirty (30) days after 

receipt of such an order, decision, or determination.  The Board may refuse to 

grant a hearing of any case in which the appellant requests a waiver of any 

provision of the Building Code.   

 



1. A Notice of Appeal must be filed with the secretary of the Advisory and Appeals 

Board specifying the reasons and circumstances for the appeal.  Appeals of 

orders, decisions, or determinations made by the Building Official relative to the 

applications and interpretation of the Building Code shall be made in writing and 

shall be directed to a specific order, decision or determination of the Building 

Official.  The Board shall limit their consideration of the appeal to that specific 

order, decision or determination.   

 

2. The Secretary of the Board shall furnish copies of all records pertaining to the 

appeal to each member of the Board.  Appeals must be based on a claim that the 

true intent of the code or adopted rules has been incorrectly interpreted, that the 

provisions of the code do not apply or that the proposed form or method of 

construction is equal to or better than required by Code.  A self-imposed or 

financial hardship does not constitute grounds for an appeal.  The appellant must 

bear the cost of any tests or research required to substantiate appellant’s claim(s). 

 

4. The Advisory and Appeals Board shall hold a public hearing for an appeal within 

fifteen (15) days of receipt of the Notice of Appeal.  Public notice of the hearing 

shall be posted (7) days prior to the hearing date.  An appeal stays all proceedings 

against the appellant in the matter appealed, unless the Building Official notifies 

the Board in writing that, in the Building Official’s opinion, a stay creates 

imminent danger to life or property.  Under these circumstances, proceedings 

shall not be stayed except by court order or by determination of the Advisory and 

Appeals Board as a result of a properly noticed public meeting specifically called 

for that purpose.   

 

5. If the appellant fails to appear at a hearing, the Board may choose to continue the 

hearing to a later date at which the appellant can be present. 

 

6. In any hearing for appeal, the Building Official may be called upon to clarify the 

Code requirement(s) and/or to support the position of the Building Safety 

Department on the particular order, decision or determination being appealed.  

 

7. The Advisory and Appeals Board shall make a decision within fifteen (15) days 

of the date of the meeting called to decide the appeal.  A decision in favor of the 

appellant shall be in the form of a written directive to the Building Official to 

carry out the decision of the Board subject to any conditions and/or stipulations 

required by the Board.  In any case where the Board denies an appeal, the Board 

reserves the right to refuse to consider another appeal on the same subject matter 

and like circumstances for one year from the date of the hearing in question. 

 

8. Appeals will be heard at special meetings called and noticed pursuant to the 

requirements of this section.  Hearing dates will be scheduled to allow for 

noticing and posting requirements to be met. 

 



9. In their written request for a hearing, appellants shall disclose any evidence, 

witness(es) or testimony, other than their own, that they intend to present at the 

hearing.  Failure to disclose may be cause for the Board to delay the presentation 

of such evidence, witness(es) or testimony. 

 

10. The Board may request that the County Attorney or Deputy County Attorney be 

present at appeal hearings. In their written request for a hearing, appellants shall 

disclose their intent to be represented by an attorney.  The Board may choose to 

continue a hearing where an appellant is represented by an attorney and, for 

whatever reason, the County Attorney or Deputy County Attorney is unable to 

appear on behalf of the Board. 

 

11. Findings and decisions of the Advisory and Appeals Board shall be binding upon 

the Building Official and the appealing party subject to appeal to the Board of 

Supervisors.  Only the appellant or the Building Official may appeal a decision of 

the Board to the Board of Supervisors. All findings, decisions and rulings made 

by the Board shall be reported in writing to the Board of Supervisors.   

 

H. Limitation of Authority 

 

The Advisory and Appeals Board shall have no authority relative to interpretation of the 

administrative provisions of the Building Code nor shall the Board be empowered to 

waive requirements of the Building Code. 

 

 

 

 



   

ARF-2133     Consent Agenda Item      4. H.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division
Director

Submitted By: Dana Sgroi, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Facilities
Fiscal Year: FY 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

09-18-13 to 09-17-14 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 1 to Contract 062512-1 for Janitorial Service for Southern Gila County with
WCD Enterprises, LLC.

Background Information
Effective September 18, 2012, Gila County and WCD Enterprises, LLC. entered into a contract
whereby WCD Enterprises, LLC. agreed to provide janitorial services for southern Gila
County. The contract term ends September 17, 2013.

Evaluation
Per Exhibit "C", Term and Renewal of Contract No. 062512-1, the contract period may be
renewed by the County, at its sole option, for three additional one-year periods. The parties
hereby agree to exercise this option and agree to extend the contract for one (1) year, from
September 18, 2013, to September 17, 2014. Amendment No. 1 will extend the contract period
for one year from September 18, 2013, to September 17, 2014.

Conclusion
By extending Contract No. 062512-1 for one year, it will allow WCD Enterprises, LLC. to
continue to provide janitorial services to southern Gila County.

Recommendation
The Finance Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve Amendment No. 1 to
Contract No. 062512-1 to extend the contract for one year with WCD Enterprises, LLC. for
janitorial services for southern Gila County.

Suggested Motion
Authorization of the Chairman's signature on Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. 062512-1
between Gila County and WCD Enterprises, LLC. to extend the contract per Exhibit "C"-Term
and Renewal, for the period of September 18, 2013, to September 17, 2014; and to provide for
janitorial services for southern Gila County.

Attachments
Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. 062512-1 with WCD Enterprises, LLC.
Contract No. 062512-1 with WCD Enterprises, LLC.



Contract No. 062512-1 with WCD Enterprises, LLC.
Legal Explanation



















































































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement. 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.   

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office 
“Approval as to Form” Review 

 
 
  The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private vendors, contractors, and individuals.   
 
 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts 
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.    
 
 The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance. 

 
 Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.   

 



   

ARF-2144     Consent Agenda Item      4. I.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Reporting
Period:

August 2013

Submitted For: Sadie
Tomerlin

Submitted By: Kaycee Stratton, Chief Deputy Recorder,
Recorder's Office

Information
Subject
Recorder's Office Monthly Report for August 2013

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of the August 2013 monthly activity report submitted by the
Recorder's Office.

Attachments
Recorder's Office Monthly Report for August 2013





















   

ARF-2157     Consent Agenda Item      4. J.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Reporting
Period:

Clerk of Court's Report for the Month of September 2013

Submitted For: Anita
Escobedo

Submitted By: Vicki Aguilar, Chief Deputy Clerk of the
Superior Court, Clerk of the Superior
Court

Information
Subject
Clerk of the Superior Court's Office Monthly Report for September 2013.

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by the
Clerk of the Superior Court's Office.

Attachments
Clerk of Court's Report for the Month of September 2013



















   

ARF-2150     Consent Agenda Item      4. K.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Reporting
Period:

Payson Regional Constable's Office Monthly Report for September 2013

Submitted For: Colt White Submitted By: Michelle Keegan, Administrative Clerk
Senior, Constable - Payson

Information
Subject
Payson Regional Constable's Office Monthly Report for September 2013

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by Payson
Regional Constable's Office

Attachments
Payson Regional Constable's Office Monthly Report for September 2013















































   

ARF-2156     Consent Agenda Item      4. L.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Reporting
Period:

Payson Regional Justice of the Peace's Office Monthly Report for
September 2013

Submitted For: Dorothy Little Submitted By: Dorothy Little, Justice of the
Peace-Payson Region, Superior Court

Information
Subject
Payson Regional Justice of the Peace's Office Monthly Report for September 2013

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by the
Payson Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.

Attachments
Reports September 2013



PAYSON JUSTICE COURT TREASURER'S RECAP FY2013

SEPTEMBER, 2013 AZTEC ACCOUNT ACCOUNT TOTAL AMOUNT 5% FILL THE GAP ADJUSTED

FUND NAME CODE CODE CODE ALLOCATED SET ASIDE BALANCE

Alternative Dispute Resolution ZADR 0848000-000-000-2061-00 T848-2061 55.03$                     2.75$                       52.28$                     

Arson Detection Reward Fund 41-2167D ZADRF 0901000-000-000-2061-00 T901-2061 -$                         -$                         -$                         

Attorney Fee Reimbursement ZATT 1005000-314-000-3400-00 X10501314004383 81.36$                     81.36$                     

Confidential Address Assessment - State Treasurer ZCAA1 0884000-000-000-2061-00 11.87$                     0.59$                       11.28$                     

Confidential Address Assessment - Local ZCAA2 1005000-302-000-3800.30 0.63$                       0.03$                       0.60$                       

Citizens Clean Elections ZCEF 0888000-000-000-2061-00 T888-2061 1,211.80$               1,211.80$               

Criminal Justice Enhancement 67% ZCJEF 0812000-000-000-2061-00 T812-2061 5,694.29$               284.71$                   5,409.58$               

Defensive Driving Diversion Fee ZDDS 1005000-314-000-3400-90 X105-4609 3,080.00$               154.00$                   2,926.00$               

DNA State Surcharge 3% 12-116.01C ZDNAS 0872000-000-000-2061-00 T872-2061 737.61$                   36.88$                     700.73$                   

Elected Officials Retirement Fund 15.30% ZEORF 0801000-000-000-2061-00 T801-2061 411.61$                   20.58$                     391.03$                   

Base Fees (General Fund) ZFEE 1005000-314-000-3400-15 X105-4615 878.62$                   43.93$                     834.69$                   

Base Fines (General Fund) ZFINE 1005000-314-000-3510-10 X105-4831 10,958.24$             547.91$                   10,410.33$             

Fill the Gap Surcharge 7% ZFTGS 0870000-000-000-2061-00 T870-2061 847.91$                   42.40$                     805.51$                   

Failure To Pay Warrant Surcharge 10% ZFTPS 1005000-314-000-3400-17 X10501314004861 136.41$                   6.82$                       129.59$                   

Extra DUI Assessment $500 ZGFDU 0912000-000-000-2061-00 T912-2061 1,330.24$               66.51$                     1,263.73$               

Judicial Collection Enhancement $7 ZJCL 4741000-314-000-3400-15 X36001314004615 412.43$                   412.43$                   

Judicial Collection Enhancement Local % ZJCLF 4741000-314-000-3400-15 X36001314004615 183.05$                   9.15$                       173.90$                   

Judicial Collection Enhancement $13 ZJCS 0818000-000-000-2061-00 T818-2061 635.93$                   635.93$                   

Judicial Collection Enhancement %PC ZJCSF 0840000-000-000-2061-00 T840-2061 419.46$                   20.97$                     398.49$                   

Jail (Incarceration) Fees ZJF 1005000-300-340-3405-40 X10502340004651 815.23$                   815.23$                   

Local Costs ZLCL 1005000-314-000-3510-10 X105-4831 -$                         -$                         -$                         

Administrative Costs ZMISC 1005000-314-000-3400-99 X105-4886 945.49$                   47.27$                     898.22$                   

Medical Services Enhancement 13% ZMSEF 0813000-000-000-2061-00 T813-2061 1,575.02$               78.75$                     1,496.27$               

2011 Additional Assessment - State Treasurer ZOS1 0930000-000-000-2061-00 1,410.38$               70.52$                     1,339.86$               

2011 Additional Assessment - County Treasurer ZOS2 0931000-000-000-2061-00 176.30$                   8.82$                       167.48$                   

Officer Safety Equipment - City Police (CP) ZOS3 0932000-000-000-2061-00 8.13$                       0.41$                       7.72$                       

Officer Safety Equipment - Sheriff (SHF) ZOS4 0933000-000-000-2061-00 122.06$                   6.10$                       115.96$                   

Officer Safety Equipment - DPS (DPS) ZOS5 0934000-000-000-2061-00 564.63$                   28.23$                     536.40$                   

Officer Safety Equipment - MVD/ADOT (MVD) ZOS6 0935000-000-000-2061-00 -$                         -$                         -$                         

Officer Safety Equipment - Game and Fish (GF) ZOS7 0936000-000-000-2061-00 -$                         -$                         -$                         

Officer Safety - Registrar of Contractors (ROC) ZOS8 -$                         -$                         -$                         

Officer Safety Equipment - Animal Control (AC) ZOS10 0942000-000-000-2061-00 2.19$                       0.11$                       2.08$                       

Officer Safety -  Tonto Apache Police (TAR) ZOS15 0950000-000-000-2061-00 8.18$                       0.41$                       7.77$                       

Officer Safety - Department of Agriculture ZOS17 0951000-000-000-2061-00 -$                         -$                         -$                         

Overpayment Forfeited ZOVF 1005000-314-000-3510-10 X105-4831 3.08$                       0.15$                       2.93$                       

Adult Probation Fee ZPBA 4042000-335-000-3405-30 X25001335-4835 90.00$                     4.50$                       85.50$                     

Probation Surcharge 2006 ($10.00) ZPRS6 0871000-000-000-2061-00 T871-2061 26.94$                     1.35$                       25.59$                     

Probation Surcharge 2009 ($20.00) ZPRS9 0871000-000-000-2061-00 T871-2061 3,584.10$               179.21$                   3,404.89$               

Probation Surcharge $5.00 ZPRSU 0871000-000-000-2061-00 T871-2061 3.99$                       0.20$                       3.79$                       

Public Safety Equipment ZPSEF 0912000-000-000-2061-00 T912-2061 202.00$                   10.10$                     191.90$                   

Reimbursement to County Attorney 60% ZREIM 3544000-301-000-3400-11 X18201301004777 1,176.78$               1,176.78$               

Reimbursement to Superior Court 40% ZREIM 4574000-333-000-3400-16 X226333004864 784.51$                   784.51$                   

Security Enhancement Fee (Local) ZSECE -$                         -$                         -$                         

Technical Registration Fund ($15 Drug Offenses) ZTECH 0833000-000-000-2061-00 -$                         -$                         -$                         

Warrant Fee (Local) ZWAR 1005000-314-000-3510-10 X105-4831 -$                         -$                         -$                         

AZ Native Plant Fund ZANP STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

Child Passenger Restraint ZCPRF STATE 107.10$                   5.36$                       101.74$                   

Drug and Gang Enforcement Fines ZDECJ STATE 805.66$                   40.28$                     765.38$                   

DUI Abatement ZDUIA STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

Domestic Violence Shelter Fund ZDVSF STATE 12.50$                     0.63$                       11.87$                     

FARE Special Collection Fee 19% ZFAR1 STATE 1,224.94$               1,224.94$               

FARE Delinquency Fee $35.00 ZFAR2 STATE 608.60$                   608.60$                   

Game and Fish - Wildlife ZGF STATE 123.50$                   6.18$                       117.32$                   

HURF 1 28-5438, 2533C ZHRF1 STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

HURF 3 28-5433C, 4139 ZHRF3 STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

HURF - to DPS ZHRFD STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

Prison Construction Fund ZPCOF STATE 1,910.38$               95.52$                     1,814.86$               

Registrar of Contractors ZRCA STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

State Highway Fund ZSHWY STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

State Highway Work Zone Fund ZSHWZ STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

Display Suspended Plates (DPS) ZSLPD STATE 12.77$                     0.64$                       12.13$                     

State Photo Enforcement Base Fine ZSPBF STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

State Photo Enforcement Clean Election Surcharge ZSPCE STATE -$                         -$                         -$                         

Bad Check Program - County Attorney ZBAD COUNTY ATTY 50.00$                     50.00$                     

HURF - to Sheriff's Office 28-5533G ZHRFS SHERIFF -$                         -$                         -$                         

Display Suspended Plates (Sheriff's Office) ZSLPS SHERIFF 109.16$                   5.46$                       103.70$                   

HURF - to City Police ZHRFC CITY POLICE -$                         -$                         -$                         

Display Suspended Plates (City Police) ZSLPC CITY POLICE -$                         -$                         -$                         

TOTALS 43,550.11$             1,827.43$               41,722.68$             

41,722.68$             

DATE CHECK NO. AMOUNT MONTHLY REMITTANCE TO:

4979 38,739.57$              GILA COUNTY TREASURER

4980 4,656.84$                ARIZONA STATE TREASURER

4981 50.00$                     GILA COUNTY BAD CHECK PROGRAM

4982 103.70$                   SHERIFF SUSPENDED PLATES AND HURF

-$                         CITY POLICE SUSPENDED PLATES AND HURF

43,550.11$                  TOTAL DISTRIBUTIONS THIS MONTH

I, DOROTHY A. LITTLE, Gila County Justice of the Peace, do hereby certify this is a true and correct copy of the funds collected by Payson Justice Court for SEPTEMBER, 2013.

___________________________________

DOROTHY A. LITTLE

Gila County Justice of the Peace

TOTAL ADJUSTED BALANCE VERIFICATION

10/1/13











   

ARF-2162     Consent Agenda Item      4. M.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Reporting
Period:

Globe Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for September 2013

Submitted For: Mary
Navarro

Submitted By: Mary Navarro, Justice Court Operations
Mgr, Superior Court

Information
Subject
Globe Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for September 2013

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of the September 2013 monthly activity report submitted by the
Globe Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.

Attachments
Globe Regional Justice Court Report for 09/13









   

ARF-2134     Consent Agenda Item      4. N.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Reporting
Period:

9/17/13, 9/24/13, 9/27/13, 10/1/13, & 10/8/13

Submitted For: Marian
Sheppard,
Clerk, BOS

Submitted By: Laurie Kline, Deputy Clerk, Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors

Information
Subject
September 17, 2013, September 24, 2013, September 27, 2013, October 1, 2013, and
October 8, 2013, Board of Supervisors meeting minutes; and October 1, 2013, and
October 8, 2013, Board of Equalization meeting minutes.

Suggested Motion
Approval of the September 17, 2013, September 24, 2013, September 27, 2013,
October 1, 2013, and October 8, 2013, Board of Supervisors meeting minutes; and
October 1, 2013, and October 8, 2013, Board of Equalization meeting minutes.

Attachments
BOS 9-17-13 Meeting Minutes
BOS 9-24-13 Meeting Minutes
BOS 9-27-13 Meeting Minutes
BOS 10-1-13 Meeting Minutes
BOS 10-8-13 Meeting Minutes
BOE 10-1-13 Meeting Minutes
BOE 10-8-13 Meeting Minutes



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  September 17, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              MARIAN E. SHEPPARD 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Marian Sheppard 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Clerk of the Board 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via ITV); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Don E. McDaniel Jr., County Manager; 
Bryan B. Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal; Jacque Griffin, Assistant 
County Manager/Librarian; Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board; and  
Laurie Kline, Deputy Clerk. 
 
Item 1 –  TO ORDER - PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - INVOCATION  
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a regular session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors’ hearing room.  John Marcanti led the 
Pledge of Allegiance and Reverend Steve De Santo of the Shepherd of the Pines 
Lutheran Church in Payson delivered the invocation. 

 
Item 2 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  

 
A.  Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Proclamation No. 2013-06 to 
proclaim September 24, 2013, as National Voter Registration Day in Gila 
County and to encourage all citizens to register to vote.   
 
Sadie Tomerlin, Gila County Recorder, stated that this request is being 
presented to county boards of supervisors in Arizona and throughout the 
nation in an effort to reach potential voters who otherwise would not be 
reached.  Ms. Tomerlin provided the statistic that in 2008; 6 million Americans 
did not vote because these citizens missed the deadline or did not know how to 
register to vote.  It is the recommendation of the Recorder that the Board of 
Supervisors adopt this proclamation to assist Gila County citizens with 
registering to vote and to help bring awareness to the importance of voting.  
Chairman Pastor inquired as to the activities that have been planned to 
support this effort to which Ms. Tomerlin replied that staff of the City of Globe 
and the Town of Payson will be working with the Recorder’s Office staff to 
provide refreshments and assist citizens with voter registration, either online or 
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on paper.  Vice-Chairman Martin asked if the media will be notified.  Ms. 
Tomerlin replied that the media will be informed later this week.  Upon motion 
by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the Board 
unanimously adopted Proclamation No. 2013-06 to proclaim September 24, 
2013, as National Voter Registration Day in Gila County and to encourage all 
citizens to register to vote.  (A copy of the Proclamation is permanently on 
file in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 

  
B.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of 
Invitation for Bids No. 082213 - Aggregate Hauling to Forest Road 
512, Young, Arizona.   
 
Jeff Hessenius, Finance Division Director, stated that on August 19, 2013, the 
Board approved entering into Project Agreement 13-RO-11031200-018 with the 
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), Forest Service, Tonto National 
Forest for aggregate resurfacing of Forest Road 512 (Young Road.)  It is the 
recommendation of the Finance Director that the Board authorize the 
advertisement of the above stated invitation for bids for two consecutive weeks 
in the Arizona Silver Belt.   
 
Chairman Pastor asked for clarification that this bid invitation is exclusively to 
“haul” the aggregate material and not to resurface the roadway.  Mr. Hessenius 
affirmed that was correct.  Chairman Pastor also wanted to know if this project 
included resurfacing the entire Young Road.  Steve Stratton, Public Works 
Division Director, explained that the project includes approximately 4.5 miles 
of the road; however, it will not cover the entire road due to a reduction in the 
amount of funding provided for this project by the federal government.  Mr. 
Stratton further stated that the cost of aggregate at the time the project begins 
will also determine the tons of aggregate that will be hauled to resurface the 
road.  Additionally, the project will commence at the top of Highway 260 
approximately at the Gila/Coconino County borderline and will move 
downwards towards Young.   

  
C.  Information/Discussion/Action to submit comments to the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service regarding the Proposed Revision to the Nonessential 
Experimental Population of the Mexican Wolf  (Canis lupus baileyi), and 
the implementation of a Management Plan.  
 
Jacque Griffin, Assistant County Manager/Librarian, advised that there are 
several components with regard to submitting comments to the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) which pertain to Mexican wolves.  Today’s agenda 
item is for the Board of Supervisors to approve submitting comments to the 
USFWS on two issues relating to the Mexican wolf under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA), which must be submitted no later than September 19, 2013.  
She advised that there is another public comment period which ends October 
28, 2013, for the purpose of submitting comments on delisting the gray wolf 
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and identifying the Mexican wolf as a separate species, and modifying the ESA 
Section 10(j) rule.  She proceeded to review the comments that will be 
submitted today, if approved by the Board of Supervisors.  Ms. Griffin further 
advised that the Board of Supervisors needs to stay informed and involved in 
every step of this Draft Environmental Impact Statement process because at 
least 2 of the 5 proposed alternatives include adding wolf release sites within 
Gila County.  
 
Chairman Pastor advised that 3 public participation forms were submitted with 
regard to this agenda item.  He called on Shawn McEwen.   
 
Shawn McEwen of Young, Arizona outlined his concerns and stated that he is 
very much opposed to any introduction of wolves to the Young area because of 
the negative impact on hunting, ranching, and other industries.  Chairman 
Pastor replied that the Board is listening to public comments and is working 
toward an equitable agreement and further stated that additional public 
meetings will be held for further discussion on this issue.  Vice-Chairman 
Martin was in agreement with the concerns and stated, “At this stage of the 
game, the question is not, ‘Are we going to have wolves or aren’t we going to 
have wolves?’  What we are weighing into is how we would have wolves.”  She 
emphasized that it is important to submit comments to include a statement 
that the County would like to have the ESA Section 10(j) rule kept in place in 
order to manage the wolves.  She further added that the Board needs to weigh 
in on the procedural, process and structural side of this issue.  Supervisor 
Marcanti confirmed that Mr. McEwen is on the Young mailing list and will be 
receiving a letter regarding this issue.  He further stated that the USFWS.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service has spent $1,200,000 on this project since 1994; 
therefore, it is unlikely that the federal government will waiver from continuing 
with this project.   
 
Chairman Pastor invited the next public comment speaker, John Schafer of 
Young, Arizona to the podium to address the Board.  Mr. Schafer stated that 
the wolf in question here is a mix of “half wolf/half dog.”  He explained that his 
sister lives in Reserve, New Mexico where the wolves were first introduced and 
that he and his sister both know of people who have lost cattle by way of these 
wolves with no reimbursement being provided by the federal government.  
Additionally, he stated that the children that live there in Reserve have to wait 
for school buses in cages.  Children that live in Glenwood, New Mexico had to 
stay in at recess time because of the wolves “lurking around.”  Mr. Schafer 
stated that he subscribes to the New Mexico Stockman magazine and in this 
month’s issue there was an article about a coalition of counties in Arizona and 
New Mexico that are expressing concerns that this “project is a failure.”  In the 
same article it stated that 176 sheep were killed on a ranch in Idaho from one 
raid of wolves and, yet again the federal government did not provide any 
reimbursement to the owners of the sheep.   
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Chairman Pastor thanked Mr. Schafer for his comments and advised that this 
is an “ongoing” project for the County and that Vice-Chairman Martin and Ms. 
Griffin are very much involved in the effort to voice the concerns of the County 
as well as keeping the Board apprised of the situation with regard to the 
release of the Mexican wolf into Gila County.   
 
Supervisor Marcanti commented that the above mentioned letter states that 
there are 110 animals in population.  He then inquired as to whether or not the 
number of animals listed on page four, under the heading, “Mexican Wolf 
Recovery Plan deficiency” of the letter to the USFWS is the total number of 
wolves in population at present or the total number that are going to be 
released into Arizona and New Mexico.  Vice-Chairman Martin replied that the 
number of wolves believed to be in population is 100 and that number satisfies 
the original release number.  She added that the USFWS will not divulge the 
exact number of wolves planned to be released into the County despite the 
County’s attempts to get an answer regarding the number to be released in the 
future to achieve a stable population of the Mexican wolf.  Ms. Griffin added 
that there are 250 wolves in captive breeding sites that could possibly be 
released into New Mexico and Arizona.   
 
Chairman Pastor called on the third speaker in the audience, Jane Haynes of 
Payson, Arizona who expressed concerns regarding the Elk’s Youth Camp at 
Workman’s Creek near Young, Arizona.  She stated that there are many 
children that attend the camp from May to June and she was opposed to 
releasing Mexican wolves near this area where there are children.  Ms. Griffin 
stated that there will be a final draft Environmental Impact Statement released 
in approximately January or February of 2014, and that further public 
meetings are scheduled regarding this issue.  She stated that the County has 
only seen chapters one and two of the proposed Management Plan, and that 
the County is trying to keep abreast of the situation.  Upon motion by Vice-
Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the Board unanimously 
authorized the submission of written comments to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service regarding the Proposed Revision to the Nonessential Experimental 
Population of the Mexican Wolf (Canis lupus baileyi), and the implementation 
of a Management Plan. 
  
D.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve an Intergovernmental 
Agreement between Gila County and the Town of Payson for an economic 
development grant in an amount not to exceed $43,400 to fund various 
community events, and to fund an economic development plan and 
program which the Board of Supervisors determines will improve or 
enhance the economic welfare of the inhabitants of Gila County.   
 
Vice-Chairman Martin, whose Supervisorial District comprises the Town of 
Payson, stated that this item was being presented to the Board because it 
reflects a change in the County’s process to provide financial assistance to local 
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communities.  She wants the County to be able to “fill the gaps” with these 
types of organizations that have fund-raising events in accordance with the 
County’s economic development grant application process.  Vice-Chairman 
Martin advised that, in the past, such requests have been handled in a “piece 
meal process,” so rather than submitting a Memorandum of Understanding 
from the Town to the Board of Supervisors for approval each time funds are 
being requested by the Town, she thought it would be best if the Town 
submitted all of its economic development events into a one-time funding 
request for these upcoming events.  She advised that these funds would be 
used for the Town’s fiddler’s contest, soccer tournament and next year’s “saw 
dust festival.”  Supervisor Marcanti was in favor of this request in order to 
satisfy the immediate needs of the Town of Payson as the Finance Department 
is working to streamline the process for requesting economic development 
funds.   
 
Chairman Pastor advised that in the past, the Board of Supervisors annually 
funded economic development through two separate economic development 
committees or organizations that were formed in northern and southern Gila 
County.  He recalled that the last 3 years the Board provided funding to both 
committees/organizations; it was in a total amount of $125,000 per year.  He 
stated, “We stopped that two years ago because we weren’t getting any bang for 
our buck.”  Chairman Pastor advised that the stakeholders on these 
committees/organizations changed and recently there have been some 
preliminary discussions to possibly involve Central Association of Governments 
(CAG) to form a regional economic development group to include Gila County 
and the cities and towns.  He added that the County could consider 
contributing to such a group.  He suggested that the Board not take an action 
on the item as presented until CAG could meet with the economic development 
groups in the near future.  He further added that currently there is a County 
process in place and individual requests for these events could be presented in 
the future to the Board through that process providing the request for funding 
a single event is not more than $5,000.  Chairman Pastor expressed a concern 
that other municipalities would begin requesting “bundle funding” for their 
activities that are planned throughout the next one and one-half years.  Even 
though Chairman Pastor believes the current economic development funding 
request process is working well, he will verify that with the Finance Director 
after the meeting. 
 
Vice-Chairman Martin was opposed to making the Town of Payson wait for 
funding until a revised economic development plan is in place.  She stated that 
there is an immediate need from the Town of Payson, which she believes is a 
reasonable request.  She did agree that the County needs to take a look at 
creating a Countywide economic development plan.  She expressed concerns 
that in 2005, at which time this issue was last addressed, it took 
approximately 2 years to develop a viable plan, which currently doesn’t satisfy 
the immediate needs of the Town of Payson.  Supervisor Marcanti agreed that 
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the Board should take a closer look at this issue and that he supports granting 
the immediate funding needs of the Town of Payson.  Upon motion by 
Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Vice-Chairman Martin, the Board approved 
an Intergovernmental Agreement between Gila County and the Town of Payson 
for an economic development grant in an amount not to exceed $43,400 to 
fund various community events, and to fund an economic development plan 
and program which the Board of Supervisors determines will improve or 
enhance the economic welfare of the inhabitants of Gila County.  The vote 
passed by a 2 to 1 vote, with Chairman Pastor voting against the motion. 

 
Item 3 –  AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  (Any matter on the Consent 
Agenda will be removed from the Consent Agenda and discussed and voted  
upon as a regular agenda item upon the request of any member of the  
Board of Supervisors.)  

 
A.  Approval to adopt Resolution No. 13-09-03 amending Rule 23.2- 
Holidays of the Gila County Merit System Rules and Policies Handbook,  
designating the Friday after the fourth Thursday in November as a legal  
holiday in place of the second Monday in October. (A copy of the Resolution 
is permanently on file in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 
 
B.  Approval of FY 2014 Victims' Rights Program Award Agreement No. 
AG# 2014-004 between the Gila County Attorney's Office and the Arizona 
Attorney General's Office in the amount of $34,000 to cover the existing 
salary and employee-related expenses for a full-time advocate, with no 
cash match funds required, and for the period July 1, 2013, through June 
30, 2014.  
 
C.  Approval of the Section Eight Management Assessment Program 
(SEMAP) Certification to finalize the FY 2013 U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development (HUD) contractual obligations and to ensure that 
the Gila County Public Housing Agency receives a performance rating 
from HUD.  
 
D.  Acknowledgment of the resignation of Industrial Development 
Authority (IDA) Board member William Long; and further, the 
appointment of Gerald Kohlbeck to the IDA Board of Directors to fulfill 
Mr. Long's unexpired term of office, effective immediately and expiring 
May 17, 2016.  
 
E.  Approval of a Special Event Liquor License Application submitted by 
the Gila County Rodeo Committee to serve liquor at the Gila County 
Fairgrounds on September 20-21, 2013.  
 
F.  Acknowledgment of the February 2013 monthly activity report 
submitted by the Globe Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.  
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G.  Acknowledgment of the July 2013 monthly activity report submitted 
by the Payson Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.  
 
H.  Approval of the August 27, 2013, BOS Meeting Minutes.  
 
I.  Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been  
approved by the County Manager for the weeks of August 19, 2013,  
to August 23, 2013; and August 26, 2013, to August 30, 2013.  
 
J.  Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of 
September 10, 2013, and September 17, 2013.  
 
September 10, 2013 
 
$265,173.06 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 256492 
through 256601.  
 
September 17, 2013 
 
$1,494,633.78 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 256602 
through 256746.  (An itemized list of disbursements is attached to the 
minutes.) 
 
Chairman Pastor advised that Supervisor Marcanti declared a conflict of 
interest with regard to Service Agreement No. 080913 with Marcanti Electric 
Inc. contained in Consent Agenda action item “I.”  Upon motion by Vice-
Chairman Martin, seconded by Chairman Pastor the Board approved Consent 
Agenda action item “I” Supervisor Marcanti abstained from voting on item “I.”   
 
Upon Motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously approved Consent Agenda action items 3-A through 3-J, 
excluding item 3-I.   
 
4.  CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit to 
allow individuals to address the Board of Supervisors on any issue within 
the jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors. Board members may not 
discuss items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, 
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), at the conclusion of 
an open call to the public, individual members of the Board of Supervisors 
may respond to criticism made by those who have addressed the Board, 
may ask staff to review a matter or may ask that a matter be put on a 
future agenda for further discussion and decision at a future date.  
 
There were no requests to speak from the public. 
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5.  At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02(K), 
members of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief Administrator may 
present a brief summary of current events. No action may be taken on 
issues presented. 

 
Each Board member and the County Manager presented information on 
current events.   
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 11:11 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  September 24, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              MARIAN E. SHEPPARD 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Laurie J. Kline 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Deputy Clerk 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via ITV); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Don E. McDaniel, Jr., County 
Manager; Bryan B. Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal; Jacque Griffin, 
Assistant County Manager/Librarian; and Laurie J. Kline, Deputy Clerk 
 
ABSENT:  Marian E. Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
 
Item 1 – CALL TO ORDER – PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a work session at 10:00 a.m. this 
date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Jacque Griffin led the Pledge of 
Allegiance.   
 
Item 2 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
A.  Information/Discussion regarding Planning and Zoning Department 
Case Number ZOA-13-01, a proposal to amend the planning and zoning,  
wastewater and flood control fees.   
 
Robert Gould, Community Development Division Director, explained that the  
proposed fee schedule being presented to the Board is in accordance with 
Arizona Revised Statute, 11-251.08, which states in part that, “any fee or 
charge established pursuant to this section must be attributable to and defray 
or cover the expense of the product or service for which the fee or charge is  
assessed.  A fee or charge shall not exceed the actual cost of the product or  
service.”   
 
The proposed fee schedule is shown below and was reviewed and discussed by 
the Board as follows: 
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PROPOSED FEES FOR GILA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 
(Adopted pursuant to ARS 48-3603.E) 

 
INTERPRETIVE REPORT GENERATION FEES * 
Standard Flood Hazard Determination (SFHD) $25 

Floodplain and Drainage Screening (FADS) $10 

NOTE: No fees are charged for viewing flood maps or the ordinance, only when a report is requested. 
 
PERMIT/CLEARANCE APPLICATION REVIEW FEES ** 
Floodplain Clearance Application Review $30 

Floodplain Use Permit Application Review 

1. Floodplain Use Permit Without Engineering Review 

a. Incidental improvements (pole, propane or residential water tank, A/C, etc.) $30 

b. Single family, RV/manufactured home, accessory or parking building, commercial or 
industrial with Single Building, or additions/remodel to such development 

$90 

c. Residential subdivision, commercial/industrial Center, or additions/remodel to such 
development 

$400 

2. Floodplain Use Permit Including Engineering Review or CLOMR Review 

a. Hydrology, scour depth and/or single-section hydraulic calculation review $500 

b. Hydrology model, sediment transport model and/or hydraulic model review 
(including HEC-HMS, HEC-RAS, 2D Model, Engineered Flood Control Facilities 
Design Review) 

$750 

3.   Permits or Engineering Review for Public Agency Projects No Charge 

 
VARIANCE APPLICATION REVIEW FEES *** 

 

 
Variance Application Review Fee 

 
$400 

 
* Fees apply when report is requested independently, but not when generated by 
County staff in conjunction with information gathering for an ongoing permit 
application. 
 
** Fees are for review of the application, and are due regardless of whether the permit is 
issued, withdrawn, or denied. If engineering is determined to be needed after initial 
submittal, the difference in review fees is to be collected upon receipt of the engineering 
for review. 
 
*** Fees are for the review of the application, and are not dependent on whether a 
variance is granted. 
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Mr. Gould further explained that the County has experienced a dramatic 
decrease in the collection of fees over the past few years for planning and 
zoning, wastewater and flood control services.  In 1998, there was a fee 
modification; however, it is not clear which fees were amended.  Additionally, 
there has been a 27% reduction in staff, and through attrition, these positions 
aren’t being filled.  He added that in 2006 the Minor Land Division fees were 
established and no changes to these fees are being requested at this time.  
Chairman Pastor asked for clarification on the meaning of a “Minor Land 
Division” to which Mr. Gould explained that a Minor Land Division is when an 
applicant creates five or less lots and it isn’t considered a subdivision.   
 
Mr. Gould then stated that the variance process is estimated to cost between  
$4,000 and $10,000 and the fee the County collects for this service is $150.  It  
is a similar structure with the re-zoning process which costs the  
County approximately $575 and the fee for this service is only $250.  The 
County collects approximately 43% of the actual expenses incurred.   
He then introduced Jake Garrett, Environment Engineering Manager, to 
answer questions and discuss the wastewater fees.  Mr. Garrett explained that 
the current fee schedule for septic system permits has been in place since 
2001.  He proposed reducing the fee for an aerobic (alternative) septic system 
to $600 and increasing the fee to $475 for a standard septic system; thereby 
increasing the cost recovery to the County up to 86% for both types of septic 
system installations.   
 
Supervisor Marcanti inquired as to whether or not the cost for septic system 
permits in a subdivision are all in one fee or separate fees, to which Mr. Gould 
replied that if a home within a subdivision is on A public sewer system the fee 
would be the responsibility of the subdivision owner.  If the home within a 
subdivision is on a septic system there would be various permits and fees 
associated with the septic system permitting that would be the responsibility of 
the each homeowner.  He also stated that subdivision applicants work with the 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) directly and that the 
ADEQ governs and has authority regarding septic systems; the County only 
takes direction from and responds to ADEQ regarding on-site systems and code 
enforcement.   
 
Chairman Pastor expressed a concern that he has received comments from Gila 
County citizens that the building permitting process takes an excessive amount 
of time to complete and there is confusion with regard to the requirements.    
Mr. Gould explained the process and stated that the Planning and Zoning 
Department makes every effort to simplify and expedite the process for the 
permitting; however, the circumstances surrounding the building dictate the 
number of requirements.  Chairman Pastor commented that he hasn’t heard 
any negative comments about the fees, but that if they are increased there may 
be an unfavorable response from Gila County citizens.   
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Vice-Chairman Martin commented that the Planning and Zoning (P&Z) 
Commission’s vote to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors for an 
increase in fees resulted in 3 members voting in favor of approval, 3 members 
voting in opposition, and 2 members abstaining from voting.  Mr. Gould then 
stated that the votes were unanimous with regard to the floodplain and 
wastewater fee increases.  He stated that the P&Z Commission discussed 4 
issues of concern during their voting process:  1) The historical data that was 
collected for the fee study should have gone further back than 2007; 2) there 
should be different fees for residential and commercial applications; 3) the two 
P & Z Commission members that voted in opposition to the proposed fee 
schedule submitted proposals that if the percentage of the increase in fees was 
reduced by 50% their votes could be cast in favor of the proposed fee schedule; 
and 4) current economic times are a factor in determining whether or not to 
increase fees.   
 
Vice-Chairman Martin expressed a concern that the increase was too 
substantial to take effect all at once, which may have been the reason the P&Z 
Commission’s vote was not strong enough to be certain that the majority of the 
members, not just the majority of the quorum, are in favor of the increase.  
Chairman Pastor recommended that the first page of “Exhibit F” be sent back 
to the Commission for further consideration and that the Board take under 
advisement the floodplain and wastewater fees that were approved 
unanimously.  The Board agreed to direct Mr. Gould to re-visit the first page of 
“Exhibit F” with the P&Z Commission.  Supervisor Marcanti inquired as to 
whether or not any trade fees are included in this fee schedule, to which Mr. 
Gould answered that there are no building permit fees associated with this 
proposed fee schedule.   
 
Chairman Pastor invited Darde de Roulhac, Chief Engineer of the Flood Control 
District, to add comments.  Mr. de Roulhac stated that the floodplain fees are 
authorized by Arizona Revised Statute 48-3603 (E) and when the proposed fees 
are brought before the Board for adoption, the Board will need to sit as the Gila 
County Flood Control District Board of Directors.  He then explained that the 
County’s role in the National Flood Insurance Program is somewhat limited.  
The Board needs to ensure that when structures are built in a floodplain, they 
are built to minimize flood damage and protect the safety of the occupants.  It 
is estimated that 1/3rd of an employee’s time is spent in supplying information 
to real estate and insurance agents, and land surveyors.  Mr. de Roulhac is 
hoping that by establishing a fee for a standard flood hazard determination for 
those individuals who are only seeking information, and by not charging a fee 
for individuals that see information and then apply for a building permit, it will 
divert some of the workload to the private sector and discourage “fishing for 
information.”  He outlined some of the proposed fees and the benefits to the 
County of having floodplain fees.  He also discouraged imposing fees for 
engineering review services for public agencies, such as the Arizona 
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Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the U.S. Forest Service that are 
required to obtain review and comment from the County.   
 
Vice-Chairman Martin asked for affirmation of her understanding of the 
proposed fee schedule, specifically a floodplain use permit of $575, and she 
suggested that the County should not charge that fee at this time.  She also 
stated that if it’s a “fishing expedition” there should be a fee for floodplain 
clearance review, but if the applicant takes the next step of applying for a 
building permit, then there shouldn’t be a fee.  She didn’t want to “double dip” 
by charging twice.  She was in favor of item number 1 and suggested that the 
County might want to take some further consideration with regard to item 
number 2; leaving this item to the discretion of Mr. de Roulhac as to whether 
or not a fee should be charged for these services based on the seriousness of 
the inquiries and requests for services.   
 
Mr. de Roulhac affirmed that Supervisor Martin was correct in her 
understanding of the aforementioned explanation of the execution of the 
proposed fee schedule.  He clarified that his recommendation would be to 
charge a floodplain use permit fee that would include the engineering review; 
and with regard to number 2, there would be a higher fee charged for a 
floodplain use permit including engineering review if there is a conditional 
letter of map revision (CLOMR) review required.   
 
Supervisor Marcanti agreed with the wastewater and floodplain use permit 
fees, but was concerned with the building permit fees and suggested that it be 
presented to the P & Z Commission for further consideration.  Chairman Pastor 
summarized the discussion by affirming that the Board agrees with the 
proposal submitted by Mr. de Roulhac for the Flood Control District fees with 
an addendum to number 2 of the proposed fee schedule.  The Board also 
acknowledges the unanimous decision of the P&Z Commission to accept the 
proposed wastewater fees, which could be presented to the Board of 
Supervisors for approval at a future meeting.  He referred to the proposed 
amendments to the Gila County Community Development fees on “Exhibit F”, 
page 1.  Since there wasn’t a strong vote on the proposed amendments, 
Chairman Pastor suggested that the Board could recommend that the 
amendments are sent back to P&Z Commission to consider possible options of 
extending the review period farther back than 2007, or increasing the fee by 
50%.  He stated that the Board of Supervisors would probably look favorably 
on any of those decisions that may be made by the P&Z Commission.  The 
Board thanked Mr. Gould, Mr. Garrett and Mr. de Roulhac for their hard work 
in preparing the information that was presented. 
 
B.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve Gila County's list of  
issues/priorities to be supported at the annual County Supervisors 
Association's (CSA) Legislative Summit on October 14-16, 2013, in Payson  
to be considered by Arizona's county supervisors for inclusion in CSA's  
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2014 Legislative Agenda.   
 
Don McDaniel, County Manager, provided a brief summary of the 
accomplishments of the County Supervisors Association (CSA) last year which 
included the following:  1) Expansion moves in Medicaid which enabled the 
County to receive some federal assistance; 2) the Governor’s plan was 
approved; 3) the issuance of approximately $120 million of the Highway User 
Revenue Fund (HURF) being given to the Department of Public Safety (DPS), 
which consequently reduces the amount of money the County receives; 4) the 
County received $550,000 from the state lottery fund; 5) the percentage 
payments to sexually violent prisoners went from a 50/50 split to a 35/65 
split, which increases the cost to the Arizona Department of Health Services 
and reduces the cost to the County; 6) the County has flexibility with regard to 
spending secondary tax revenue for general fund related expenditures; and 7) 
there has also been some Transaction Privilege Tax (TPT) reform to allow 
service contractors to pay tax at the point of sale rather than tax the work 
that’s being performed.   
 
Mr. McDaniel then stated that the overall goal of CSA regarding the budget is 
to protect and enhance county fiscal situations by continuing opposition to 
state cost/programmatic shifts and diversion of revenues and advocating for 
restoration where feasible and he provided these examples: 
  

• Statutorily re-establish counties’ share of the state lottery revenues 
• Fully eliminate county payment for housing and treatment of sexually 

violent persons at the Arizona State Hospital (ASH) 
• Fully fund the HURF and consider revenue enhancement option for 

transportation purposes.    
 
Mr. McDaniel then outlined 15 legislative proposals submitted to CSA by 
various Arizona counties which are as follows:  
 
1.  Special District Fees submitted by Yavapai County:  Expand fee authority to 
include both capacity and use fees for domestic water and domestic wastewater 
improvement districts.  The Board was in agreement on this item.   
 
2.  Fire Districts Elections submitted by Yavapai County:  Conform fire district 
reorganization statute to other special district election statutes.  Vice-
Chairman Martin clarified that this would have come into effect during the last 
election of the Christopher-Kohl Fire District, when it was on the ballot to 
change from a 3 to 5 person board, in addition to candidates running for a 3 
person board and running for a 5 person board; it was confusing to the voter.  
The Board was in agreement on this item. 
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3.  Court Ordered Evaluation: Federal Payments submitted by Yavapai County: 
Adjust state statute to reflect the state’s ability to seek federal payment for 
court ordered evaluation, shifting the county from payer of first resort to payer 
of the last resort.  The Board was neither for nor against this item and wanted 
to wait for further information to come forth regarding the financial impact to 
the County.   
 
4.  Permanent Early Voter List and Mail Ballot Elections submitted by Yavapai 
County:  Permit a county to switch to a mailed-in ballot election if 50 percent 
or more of their registered voters are on the County’s permanent early voter 
list.  Vice-Chairman Martin was in favor of early voting by mail-in ballots in 
order to save the County money, but still wants polling places available to 
citizens who prefer voting in person.   
 
Supervisor Marcanti agreed that this change to a mail-in ballot election would 
save the County money, but added that in San Carlos approximately 75 
percent of the population go to polling places, and even if 50 percent returned 
the mail-in ballot, there still may be a large voting mass that turns out at the 
polling places.  He stated that he didn’t want the County to get sued as a result 
of this change; therefore, he was undecided.  
 
Chairman Pastor stated that he was in favor of the convenience and efficiency 
of the early voting process, but was undecided about making a complete switch 
to a mail-in ballot election.  He further stated that according to a recent City of 
Globe election.  There were 3,700 ballots sent out regarding “home rule” and 
there were only 1,300 ballots returned which is only 1/3rd of the registered 
voters returning a ballot via mail.  He added that the votes for the 2012 
presidential election were as follows:  There were 32,000 registered voters and 
the Elections Department received 21,000 ballots, which was 67%.  Of the 
21,000 ballots, 14,000 ballots were mailed in and 6,000 votes were cast at 
polling places.  Therefore, he advised that this item needs to be discussed 
further at the CSA Legislative Summit and that he wanted more information 
regarding this topic before he makes a decision.   
 
Vice-Chairman Martin invited Eric Mariscal, Elections Director, to add 
comments to this discussion to which Mr. Mariscal offered additional 
information and stated that Gila County has a voter population that would 
prefer traditional Election Day polling sites; however, in the General Election of 
2012 the majority of voters in Gila County voted by mail or early.  He advised 
that at some point the County will need to procure new electronic voting 
equipment in order to continue to provide polling places and that voting by 
mail is imminent.   
 
5.  Armed Forces; Adoption Relief submitted by Cochise County:  Eliminate the 
requirement that the child be physically present at the time the petition is filed 
if the petitioner or spouse is a member of the military serving abroad so long as 
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they lived in Arizona for at least six months before being stationed abroad.  The 
Board had no objections or comments regarding this item. 
 
6.  Primitive Roads submitted by Cochise County:  Permit counties to designate 
substandard roads as “Primitive Roads” if they were opened prior to June 13, 
1990.  (Referred to the County Engineers for consideration and possible 
administrative options.) The Board didn’t comment on this item. 
 
7.  Fireworks submitted by Coconino County:  Permit counties to regulate the 
sale and use of fireworks in unincorporated areas of the county when Stage 1 
fire restrictions are put in place by a federal or state agency.  The Board didn’t 
have any issues with this item.   
 
8.  Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax submitted by Coconino County:  Raise the state 
motor vehicle fuel tax for transportation.  It was the consensus of the Board 
that the County needs to increase the revenue that is decreasing because of 
newer cars on the road and less money received from the Highway User 
Revenue Fund.   
 
9.  Administrator; Indigent Legal Services submitted by Coconino County:  
Codify the county’s practices of collaborating with courts to appoint an 
administrator to oversee the contracting and costs of indigent legal services.  
Mr. McDaniel stated that Tiffany Poarch, Gila County Public Fiduciary, was 
agreeable to this change.  The Board had no issue and concurred in favor of 
this item.   
 
10.  Group Home Disbursement Rate submitted by Coconino County:  Restore 
the amount paid to the state for residents of group homes from 88 percent to 
70 percent.  The Board agreed with moving forward with this item.   
 
11.  The Arizona State Lake Improvement Fund submitted by Mohave County:  
Require the state parks to distribute 50 percent of the Arizona State Lake 
Improvement Fund to local government to fund projects on waters where 
gasoline powered boats are permitted.  Mr. McDaniel stated that J. Adam 
Shepherd, Gila County Sheriff, is in support of this legislation moving forward 
and coming into effect.  The Board was in favor of this item.   
 
12.  County Attorney; Civil Actions submitted by La Paz County:  Permit the 
Board of Supervisors to hire outside counsel to represent the Board and county 
administrative offices in civil legal matters.  Vice-Chairman Martin expressed a 
concern about the Board not having a choice to hire civil counsel and was in 
favor of this item.  Supervisor Marcanti was not all in agreement with this item.  
Chairman Pastor stated that he agrees with Supervisor Marcanti and 
commented that although the Board is not all in agreement; it is close to being 
in unanimous agreement regarding this item.   He added that he wanted to list 
this item as a questionable item.   

Page 8 of 10 
 



13.  County Seals submitted by Gila County:  Amend state statute to protect 
the integrity of county seals and preventing unauthorized use.  Mr. McDaniel 
added that the difficulty with this issue is enforcing perpetrators of misuse of 
the County seal.  Jacque Griffin, Assistant County Manager/Librarian, added 
that it would be good for the County to have this legislation in place in order to 
be able to take action if misuse of the County seal is discovered.  The Board 
was in agreement with this item.   
 
14.  Flexibility Language submitted by Navajo County:  Extend the budgetary 
“Flexibility Language” to use any source of county revenue to meet a county 
fiscal obligation for FY 2015.  The Board was not in favor of using secondary 
taxes discretionarily for general fund expenditures.   
 
15.  County abatements; property liens submitted by Mohave County:  Preserve 
nuisance abatement liens and dangerous property abatement liens from 
extinguishing on foreclosure of property taxes by investors.  Mr. McDaniel 
added that Robert Gould, Community Development Division Director, and 
Michael O’Driscoll, Health and Emergency Services Division Director, are in 
strong support of this item.  Vice-Chairman Martin stated that she feels that 
liens should stay with the property.  Supervisor Marcanti is in favor of this item 
stating that it’s particularly important when there is a dangerous building.  
Chairman Pastor stated that he conferred with Debora Savage, Gila County 
Treasurer, regarding this item and she was in support of this measure.  Mr. 
McDaniel added some summary comments of items that may come up at the 
CSA Legislative Summit, and he stated that CSA was seeking history and 
information regarding the fluctuation of revenue with regard to housing federal 
prisoners.  He deferred to Sheriff Shepherd, who informed Mr. McDaniel that 
this had very little impact on the County as the County house very few federal 
prisoners. 
 
Vice-Chairman Martin stated that she is pleased with the first issue of the Gila 
County newsletter and thanked Janice Cook, Administrative Services Manager, 
and Ms. Griffin for their hard work in producing the first issue of the Gila 
County Newsletter.  The newsletter has been released internally and Chairman 
Pastor stated that the media has also received the newsletter.  He added that 
this was National Voter Registration Day.  Between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 
people may register vote at the Gila County Recorder’s Office, City of Globe, 
Town of Payson, and Town of Star Valley, and that interested persons may 
contact the Recorder’s Office for information regarding registering to vote. 
 
Item 3 – CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit 
to allow individuals to address the Board of Supervisors on any issue 
within the jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors. Board members may 
not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. 
Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), at the 
conclusion of an open call to the public, individual members of the Board 
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of Supervisors may respond to criticism made by those who have 
addressed the Board, may ask staff to review a matter or may ask that a 
matter be put on a future agenda for further discussion and decision at a 
future date.  
 
There were no requests to speak from public.  
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 11:52 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
_________________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  September 27, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              MARIAN E. SHEPPARD 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Laurie J. Kline 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Deputy Clerk 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via telephone); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Don E. McDaniel, Jr., County 
Manager; Bryan B. Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal; and Laurie J. Kline, 
Deputy Clerk 
 
ABSENT:  Marian E. Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
 
Item 1 –  TO ORDER – PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

  
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a special session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Eric Mariscal led the 
Pledge of Allegiance.   

  
Item 2 –  AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
A.  Information/Discussion/Action to adopt an Order to cancel the  
November 5, 2013, Special Recall Election for the Pleasant Valley Fire  
District (PVFD), and to appoint Carol Clark as a new governing board  
member of the PVFD.   
 
Eric Mariscal, Election Director, provided background information as follows: 
On July 16, 2013, the Board of Supervisors adopted an Order calling for a  
Special Recall Election on November 5, 2013, for the Pleasant Valley Fire  
District.  On September 3, 2013, the Board adopted an amended Order 
changing the location of the November 5, 2013, Special Recall Election for  
the Pleasant Valley Fire District from the Young Public Library to the Pleasant  
Valley Community Center for the purpose or recalling Pleasant Valley Fire  
District Board Member David Braswell.  Since that time, Mr. Braswell has  
resigned from said Board.  In addition, Carol Cook filed a write-nomination  
paper to be appointed to the Pleasant Valley Fire District Board of Directors.   
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Consequently, it is necessary for the Board to cancel the November 5, 2013,  
Special Recall Election for the Pleasant Valley Fire District, and to appoint  
Carol Clark as a new governing board member of said District.   
 
Supervisor Marcanti inquired if this election cancellation would save the  
District some money to which Mr. Mariscal answered that the District will save  
approximately two to four thousand dollars and added that the District had 
already purchased ballots that were printed and would also have to reimburse  
the County for the notifications that were published in the Arizona Silver Belt  
and Payson Roundup newspapers.   
 
Chairman Pastor asked that the Order be read aloud by Mr. Mariscal, after  
which time and there being no further discussion by the Board; upon motion  
by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Vice-Chairman Martin, the Board  
unanimously adopted an Order to cancel the November 5, 2013, Special Recall  
Election for the Pleasant Valley Fire District (PVFD), and appointed Carol Clark  
as a new governing board member of the PVFD.  
 
Item 3 –  TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit to 
allow individuals to address the Board of Supervisors on any issue within 
the jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors. Board members may not 
discuss items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, 
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), at the conclusion of 
an open call to the public, individual members of the Board of Supervisors 
may respond to criticism made by those who have addressed the Board, 
may ask staff to review a matter or may ask that a matter be put on a 
future agenda for further discussion and decision at a future date. 

  
There were no requests to speak from public.  
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 10:12 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
____________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
____________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  October 1, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              MARIAN E. SHEPPARD 
Chairman        Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN      By: Laurie J. Kline 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Deputy Clerk 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                 Gila County Courthouse 
Member         Globe, Arizona                                
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via ITV); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Don E. McDaniel Jr., County Manager; 
Bryan B. Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal; Jacque Griffin, Assistant 
County Manager/Librarian; Marian E. Sheppard, Clerk of the Board; and  
Laurie J. Kline, Deputy Clerk. 
 
Item 1 – CALL TO ORDER - PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - INVOCATION  
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a regular session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors’ hearing room.  Jeff Baer led the Pledge of 
Allegiance and Pastor Ken Davidson Jr., of the Church of Christ in Payson 
delivered the invocation. 
 
Item 2 – PRESENTATIONS:  
 
A.  Presentation of Letters of Commendation by Gila County Sheriff J. 
Adam Shepherd to ten (10) Sheriff's Office employees as follows: Sue 
Henderson, Stephanie Marquez, Sgt. Virgil Dodd, Deputy Jay Valenzuela, 
Deputy Gabe Valenzuela, Deputy Chris McGroarty, Officer Melissa Ramos, 
Sgt. Erich Kenney, Lt. Christine Duarte, and Officer Johnnie Brake.  
 
J. Adam Shepherd, Gila County Sheriff, introduced the Gila County Sheriff’s 
Office employees named above and stated that each of them displayed 
outstanding performance in utilizing their training, maintaining presence of 
mind and remaining calm in order to “take down” a dangerous suspect and 
protect Gila County citizens during an incident that occurred in August of this 
year.  In addition to issuing letters of commendation to each of the officers 
named above, Sheriff Shepherd added that a commendation pin, to be worn on 
the uniform, is being implemented and awarded to the following four officers: 1) 

Page 1 of 13 

 



Deputy Gabe Valenzuela, 2) Deputy Jay Valenzuela, 3) Deputy Chris 
McGroarty, and 4) Sue Henderson.  He also thanked and formally recognized 
officers of the Globe Police Department as follows:  Sergeant A. J. Castaneda, 
Officer Phil Smith, Officer Mike Yeager, Officer Chris Williams, Officer P. J. 
Brothers, Officer Craig Jones and Dispatcher Irene Griffith.  Each Board 
member thanked and expressed appreciation for the hard work and dedication 
of the law enforcement officers in Gila County.  Chairman Pastor added that he 
has a son in law enforcement saying, “I know how critical it is to be on target 
all the time.”  He then congratulated Sheriff Shepherd as well as the Sheriff’s 
Office for a job well done.  Vice-Chairman Martin and Supervisor Marcanti also 
praised and thanked the officers. 
 
B.  Public recognition of four employees for the September "Spotlight on 
Employees" Program, as follows: Debra Williams, Yvette Baxley, Thomas 
Homan and Celena Cates. 
 
Michael O’Driscoll, Health and Emergency Services Division Director, stated 
that each of these four employees named above was instrumental in facilitating 
and assisting in the successful completion of the “Phase II” testing by the State 
of Arizona Department of Administration, Arizona Strategic Enterprise 
Technology, and Public Safety Answering Point Systems.  He explained that 
Gila County emergency responders now have the technology to identify the 
precise location of incoming 9-1-1 calls using latitude and longitudinal 
coordinates.  The Board members thanked the employees named above and 
Mr. O’Driscoll for recognizing them publicly.   
 
Item 3 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  
 
A.  Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Proclamation No. 2013-07 
proclaiming October 2013 as "Domestic Violence Awareness Month" in 
Gila County.   
 
Carolyn Gillis, Program Supervisor for the Domestic Violence Safe Home, 
advised that the Domestic Violence Safe Home has been a part of Horizon 
Human Services since 1997.  Ms. Gillis explained that the Safe Home is an 
emergency shelter 11-bed facility that serves Globe, Miami, San Carlos, 
Hayden, Winkelman, and Superior.  Ms. Gillis advised that she will also be 
making this presentation to the Town of Miami, City of Globe and the Town of 
Superior because many of the Safe Home clients come from these areas.  She 
further advised that the Safe Home receives clients from additional areas such 
as San Carlos, White River, Casa Grande, as well as people from other states.  
She advised that the Safe Home is able to provide transportation for its clients, 
whereas other programs don’t provide that service.  In 2012, the following 
services were provided: 1) A total of 21,416 round trip miles were driven 
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to/from San Carlos; 2) 104 persons were served, and of those served, 45 were 
women and 59 were children; and 3) 3,039 “bed nights” and 4,993 “support 
hours” were provided to offer individual support, counseling and advocacy to 
domestic violence victims.  Ms. Gillis added that the Safe Home provided 394 
“non-residential” hours, and 257 hours handling “hotline” calls.  She added 
that the entire community is instrumental in providing information and service 
also known as “non-residential” hours to victims of domestic violence.  She 
stated that the goal is to develop better partnerships with the police and 
sheriff’s departments and to spread the word that the shelter is in place to help 
those in need.   
 
Ms. Gillis promoted some of the functions planned for October, which is 
recognized nationally as Domestic Violence Awareness Month.  The annual 
“Walk and Wag” event will be held this year on Saturday, October 12th, and 
purple lights will be displayed around the community by those that have been 
affected by domestic violence and are showing their support of Domestic 
Violence Awareness Month.  Vice-Chairman Martin expressed appreciation and 
thanks for the work done by Ms. Gillis and her staff.  Supervisor Marcanti also 
expressed thanks for the “great work” done by Ms. Gillis and stated that he 
visited the Safe Home in Payson and he would like to visit the Globe Safe Home 
as well, to which Ms. Gillis extended an invitation to do so.  Chairman Pastor 
inquired as to the time the “Walk and Wag” event was scheduled.  Ms. Gillis 
explained that the event is a partnership with the Humane Society; it is 
scheduled to take place on October 12th from 11:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. with 
activities that will begin at Railroad Avenue followed by the walk, which will go 
through downtown Globe.  Chairman Pastor explained that he has a prior 
engagement and would not be able to attend, but thanked Ms. Gillis for her 
work.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor 
Marcanti, the Board unanimously adopted Proclamation No. 2013-07 
proclaiming October 2013 as "Domestic Violence Awareness Month" in Gila 
County.  (A copy of the Proclamation is permanently on file in the Board of 
Supervisors’ Office.) 
 
B.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve Library Service Agreements 
between the Gila County Library District and the following eight libraries 
to cooperate in the provision of library services to the citizens of the 
District for the period July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014: Globe Public 
Library - $113,600; Hayden Public Library - $49,600; Isabelle Hunt 
Memorial Library - $106,400; Miami Memorial Library - $54,400; Payson 
Public Library - $230,400; San Carlos Library - $33,600; Tonto Basin 
Public Library - $68,000; and Young Public Library - $55,600.   
 
Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Vice-Chairman Martin, the 
Board adjourned as the Board of Supervisors and convened as the Gila County 

Page 3 of 13 

 



Library District Board of Directors.  Jacque Griffin, Assistant County 
Manager/Librarian, stated that this is the mechanism to approve library 
funding for maintenance operations and to provide library services for the eight 
libraries listed above. Chairman Pastor confirmed that a new library funding 
formula is in place, and he asked for clarification on the four core 
measurements.  Ms. Griffin first stated that the only library that received a 
reduction in funding due to the new funding formula was the Young Library, 
and consequently the Library District added $10,000 to the Young Library 
funding amount to mitigate that reduction.  She then explained the four core 
measures for the new funding formula, as follows:  1) Active patrons (number 
of individuals that come to the library); 2) circulation (the number of books 
checked out); 3) public computers (the number of stations for the public to 
access the Internet for their benefit); and 4) the number of organized programs 
the library carries for the public to use.  In conclusion, Ms. Griffin stated that it 
is the consensus of the librarians that this is a viable library funding formula. 
 
Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Vice-Chairman Martin, the 
Board unanimously approved the Library Service Agreements between the Gila 
County Library District and the following eight libraries to cooperate in the 
provision of library services to the citizens of the District for the period July 1, 
2013, through June 30, 2014: Globe Public Library - $113,600; Hayden  Public 
Library - $49,600; Isabelle Hunt Memorial Library - $106,400; Miami Memorial 
Library - $54,400; Payson Public Library - $230,400; San Carlos Library - 
$33,600; Tonto Basin Public Library - $68,000; and Young Public Library - 
$55,600.  Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Vice-Chairman 
Martin, the Board adjourned as the Library District Board of Directors and 
reconvened as the Board of Supervisors. 
 
C.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve an Intergovernmental 
Agreement between the City of Coolidge and Gila County d/b/a Gila/Pinal 
Workforce Investment Board whereby the Coolidge Public Library will be 
designated as an "Access Point" for the Gila/Pinal Workforce Investment 
Area under the Workforce Investment Act for the period July 1, 2013, 
through June 30, 2014.   
 
Malissa Buzan, Community Services Division Director, stated that the purpose 
of having this “Access Point” at the Coolidge Public Library is to provide a 
location for the general public to apply for jobs online, file for unemployment, 
and be assisted with computer tasks that may be necessary to gain 
employment.  She added that this Access Point will also be used to collect 
demographic information and will provide a venue for having needs 
assessments interviews for individuals that may be eligible and/or require 
additional services.  Chairman Pastor asked for clarification that this Access 
Point is to provide a place for individuals to input information online to apply 
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for jobs.  Ms. Buzan affirmed that the Chairman was correct and stated that it 
is a “fast stop” of the bigger One-Stop Service Center for the general public to 
apply for a job online, file for unemployment, etc., and get further assistance if 
necessary.  Chairman Pastor told Ms. Buzan that he was in favor of having 
access points as long as there weren’t too many that would saturate the 
market.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor 
Marcanti, the Board unanimously approved an Intergovernmental Agreement 
between the City of Coolidge and Gila County d/b/a Gila/Pinal Workforce 
Investment Board whereby the Coolidge Public Library will be designated as an 
"Access Point" for the Gila/Pinal Workforce Investment Area under the 
Workforce Investment Act for the period July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014. 
 
D.  Information/Discussion/Action to accept a Citizen's Petition to begin 
the process to establish Orient Drive as a Country Dirt Road.   
 
Steve Sanders, Public Works Division Deputy Director, stated that the Public 
Works Division received a petition from the property owners on Orient Drive 
requesting to establish Orient Drive as a Country Dirt Road.  Orient Drive is a 
private drive in the Wheatfields area off of Pinal Creek Road.  After reviewing 
the petition and supporting documentation for Orient Drive, the Engineering 
Department has determined that it meets the initial requirements established 
by the Board of Supervisors to be designated as a Country Dirt Road.  Mr. 
Sanders clarified that the Board’s acceptance of this Citizen’s Petition merely 
begins the process to designate Orient Drive as a Country Dirt Road and to 
accept the road into the County Maintained Roadway System.  After the 
petition is accepted, the next step in the process is to advertise a public 
hearing before the Board of Supervisors and simultaneously ensure that the 
property owners execute an easement, which will transfer ownership to the 
County.  Supervisor Marcanti inquired as to the number of people who live on 
Orient Drive, to which Mr. Sanders answered that there are five separate 
properties and approximately eight or nine homes.  Chairman Pastor asked if 
there is private property at the end of the road and, if so, he wanted to know if 
the property owners were in favor of the petition.  Mr. Sanders explained that 
all of Orient Drive after Pinal Creek is private property; additionally, the 
signatures on the petition are those of the owners of the five parcels of land on 
Orient Drive.  He stated that if the petition is accepted today, the Engineering 
Department will create a comprehensive map of each property and the 
necessary easements to gain access to maintain the road.  Upon motion by 
Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Vice-Chairman Martin, the Board 
unanimously accepted a Citizen's Petition to begin the process to establish 
Orient Drive as a Country Dirt Road.   
 
E.  Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 13-10-01 
accepting Vertical Heights Road as described in Fee No. 2013-010349, 
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Gila County Records, as a public road and to be maintained as a public 
roadway in the Gila County Maintained Roadway System.  
 
Mr. Sanders provided background information on this agenda item.   Due to a 
heavy rainfall that occurred in January 2010, a portion of the Vertical Heights 
Road was eroded, which reduced the road width from two lanes to one lane.  
The cost to repair the road, by building retaining walls from the ground up, 
was estimated to be in excess of $350,000.  At that time, the County applied to 
the Arizona Department of Emergency Management (ADEM) for hazard 
mitigation, but did not receive any funding assistance from ADEM.  Mr. 
Sanders stated that one of the land owners on Vertical Heights Road has 
agreed to deed a parcel of land to the County that is located outside of the 
County right-of-way.  It is approximately 0.4 acres in size and it is adjacent to 
the failed roadway.  Once the resolution is adopted, the County will issue a 
request for bids for the project.  A contract will be awarded to the successful 
bidder and thereafter the grading and dirt work will commence so that the road 
will once again be a two-lane road.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, 
seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution 
No. 13-10-01 accepting Vertical Heights Road as described in Fee No. 2013-
010349, Gila County Records, as a public road and to be maintained as a 
public roadway in the Gila County Maintained Roadway System.  (A copy of 
the Resolution is permanently on file in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 
 
F.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve Amendment No. 2 to 
Contract No. 111311-1 between Gila County and Carson Construction Co., 
Inc. to increase the contract amount by $41,296.97 for cost overruns, for 
a total contract amount of $1,425,177.18 for work performed on the Pine 
Creek Canyon Road Reconstruction Project, and to release funds to the 
Pine Strawberry Water Improvement District in the amount of $8,783.30.   
 
Mr. Sanders stated that Carson Construction Co., Inc. began work on the Pine 
Creek Canyon Road Reconstruction Project in April 2012, and the job ended in 
December 2012 or January 2013.  Carson Construction Co., Inc. submitted its 
final pay application to address the cost overruns which were not covered in 
the original scope of work, as well as costs incurred due to additional work 
requested during construction.  Per the terms of an Intergovernmental 
Agreement with the Pine Strawberry Water Improvement District, this request 
also includes releasing funds in the amount of $8,783.30 to the District.  Mr. 
Sanders advised that once the Board approves Amendment No. 2, it will allow 
the project to be finalized and the contractor’s bonds would be released.  Vice-
Chairman Martin is pleased that this project has been completed.  Supervisor 
Marcanti commented that all of the change order documentation appeared to 
be in proper order and he was also glad to see the project come to an end.  
Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Vice-Chairman Martin, the 
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Board unanimously approved Amendment No. 2 to Contract No. 111311-1 
between Gila County and Carson Construction Co., Inc. to increase the 
contract amount by $41,296.97 for cost overruns, for a total contract amount 
of $1,425,177.18 for work performed on the Pine Creek Canyon Road 
Reconstruction Project, and to release funds to the Pine Strawberry Water 
Improvement District in the amount of $8,783.30.   
 
Item 4 – CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  (Any matter on the Consent 
Agenda will be removed from the Consent Agenda and discussed and voted 
upon as a regular agenda item upon the request of any member of the 
Board of Supervisors.)  
 
Chairman Pastor requested that Consent Agenda item 4-F be moved to the 
regular agenda for discussion and action at this time, which was agreed to by 
the other Board members. 
 
F.  Approval of an Agreement between Gila County and Time Out, Inc. in 
Payson whereby the County will provide an economic development grant 
to Time Out, Inc., in a not to exceed amount of $10,000 to assist in 
providing services for the period July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014; 
and further, the Board determines this is for the benefit of the public and 
will improve or enhance the economic welfare of the inhabitants of Gila 
County.    
 
Chairman Pastor noted that this Agreement does not contain language that 
would require Time Out, Inc. to provide the County with a yearly status report 
regarding the distribution of funds.  He spoke with Jeff Hessenius, Finance 
Director, before the meeting about adding that language to the Agreement to be 
in compliance with County policy.  It was also noted that there has been a 
management change with Time Out, Inc.  Chairman Pastor further advised that 
he had no objection to approving this agenda item as stated; however, he 
wanted assurance that County staff would apprise the manager of Time Out, 
Inc. of the requirement to provide a yearly status report.  If that requires 
adding language to this Agreement at a later date, Chairman Pastor also 
wanted assurance that would be done by staff.  The other Board members 
agreed with Chairman Pastor.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, 
seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the Board unanimously approved an 
Agreement between Gila County and Time Out, Inc. in Payson whereby the 
County will provide an economic development grant to Time Out, Inc., in a not 
to exceed amount of $10,000 to assist in providing services for the period of 
July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014; and further, the Board determines this is 
for the benefit of the public and will improve or enhance the economic welfare 
of the inhabitants of Gila County. 
 

Page 7 of 13 

 



 
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously approved Consent Agenda items 4-A through 4-O, 
excluding item 4-F.   
 
A.  Approval of an Environmental Review Record Contract No. CDBG RA 
2014 between the Arizona Department of Housing and the Gila County 
Division of Community Services, Housing Program, which is part of an 
application for FY 2013/2014 Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) funds in the amount of $112,007, and if awarded, said funds will 
be used for a proposed CDBG housing rehabilitation project in Gila County 
for the period of November 1, 2013, through October 30, 2015.  
 
B.  Approval of Amendment No. 2 to Funding Agreement No. 308-11 
between the Arizona Department of Housing and the Gila County Division 
of Community Services, Housing Department, extending the contract end 
date from September 30, 2013, to November 30, 2013.  
 
C.  Approval of Amendment No. 10 to an Intergovernmental Agreement 
(Contract No. DE111006001) between the Arizona Department of 
Economic Security and Gila County Board of Supervisors which increases 
the contract amount from $8,549,003 to $8,577,410 due to receiving 
incentive funds for the Gila-Pinal Workforce Investment Area from the 
Governor's Council on Workforce Policy.  
 
D.  Approval of a Co-Location Resource Sharing Agreement between Gila 
County (dba Gila/Pinal Workforce Investment Board) and Central Arizona 
College (CAC) to provide CAC with work space at the Gila County 
Comprehensive One-Stop Center in Globe in the amount of $4,788 per 
year for the period July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014.  
 
E.  Approval of an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS14-
053062) between the Gila County Division of Health and Emergency 
Services and the Arizona Department of Health Services (ADHS) in the 
amount of $308,575 to allow for the continued provision of Nutrition 
Program Services for the period of October 1, 2013, through September 
30, 2018.  (This Contract replaces ADHS Contract No. ADHS11-004485.)  
 
G.  Approval of a Special Event Liquor License Application submitted by 
Cobre Valley Regional Medical Center Foundation to serve liquor at a fund 
raising event that will be held at the Gila County Fairgrounds on 
November 1, 2013.  
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H.  Acknowledgment of Human Resources reports for the weeks of 
September 3, 2013, September 10, 2013, September 17, 2013, and 
September 24, 2013.  
 
SEPTEMBER 3, 2013 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
1.  Cristina Carlson – Health and Emergency Services – Community Health 
Assistant Senior – 08/30/13 – Teen Pregnancy Prevention Services – DOH 
07/08/13 – Resignation 
2.  Elizabeth Mata – Elections – Administrative Clerk – 09/03/13 – General 
Fund – DOH 01/04/10 – Resignation  
3.  Herman Tijerina – Court Information Systems – IT Administrator and 
Support Specialist – 08/23/13 – General Fund – DOH 05/07/12 – Resignation 
4.  Matthew Cruz – Constituent Services II – Temporary Laborer – 08/26/13 – 
General Fund – DOH 06/10/13 – End of temporary employment 
NEW HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
5.  Leann Tucker – Finance – Accounting Clerk Senior – 09/09/13 – General 
Fund – Replacing Sylvia Martinez 
6.  Alice Kinney – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 09/09/13 – General 
Fund – Replacing Clint Lyman 
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
7.  Celena Cates – Health and Emergency Services – Rural Addressing Analyst – 
09/25/13 – General Fund 
8.  Debra Tapia-Blair – Probation – Administrative Clerk Senior – 09/13/13 – 
General Fund 
DEPARTMENTAL TRANSFERS: 
9.  Clifton Mitchell – Public Works – From Automotive Mechanic – To Solid 
Waste Operations Worker Senior – 09/09/13 – From Public Works Fund – To 
Recycling and Landfill Management Fund – Replacing Kenneth Payne Jr. 
REQUEST TO POST: 
10.  Health and Emergency Services – Accounting Clerk – Position vacated by 
Sophia Hill 
11.  Health and Emergency Services – Community Health Assistant Senior – 
Position vacated by Cristina Carlson 
12.  Elections – Administrative Clerk – Position vacated by Elizabeth Mata 
13.  Court Information Systems – IT Administrator and Support Specialist – 
Position vacated by Herman Tijerina 
  
SEPTEMBER 10, 2013 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
1.  Richard Claydon – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 08/29/13 – General 
Fund – DOH 11/07/11 – Resignation  
2.  Dennis Dueker – Public Works – Road Maintenance and Equipment 
Operator – 09/12/13 – Public Works Fund - DOH 01/28/13 - Resignation 
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NEW HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
3.  Denise Doney – Sheriff’s Office – 911 Dispatcher – 09/30/13 – General 
Fund – Replacing Stacey Bryant 
4.  Ashley Dammen – County Attorney – Deputy Attorney (under fill) – 
09/16/13 – Diversion Program CA Fund – Replacing Joshua Clark 
5.  Arlene Ramirez – Superior Court Administration – Calendar Administrator 
09/16/13 – General Fund – Replacing Susan Williams 
6.  Lisa Pferdeort – Superior Court – Bailiff/Law Clerk – 09/03/13 – General 
Fund – Replacing Jonathan Manley 
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
7.  Lauren Savaglio – Health and Emergency Services – Environmental Health 
Manager – 09/14/13 – Health Service Fund(.22)/Prop 201 Smoke Free AZ 
Act(.78) Funds 
8.  Jeff Taylor – Public Works – Road Maintenance and Equipment Operator – 
09/25/13 – Public Works Fund 
9.  Kristine Feezor – Sheriff’s Office – Administrative Clerk Senior – 07/30/13 – 
General Fund  
DEPARTMENTAL TRANSFERS: 
10.  Jonathan Manley – Superior Court – Bailiff/Law Clerk – 08/29/13 – 
General Fund – Replacing Timoteo Campos 
OTHER ACTIONS: 
11.  Joseph Williams – Assessor’s Office – Appraiser II – 09/01/13 – General 
Fund – Completed Appraiser II Training with Arizona Department of Revenue 
REQUEST TO POST: 
12.  Sheriff’s Office – Undersheriff – Position vacated by John A. Shepherd 
 
SEPTEMBER 17, 2013 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
1.  Jesse McGill – Public Works – Engineering Technician Senior (.48) – 
09/20/13 – General Fund – DOH 03/16/05 – Termination  
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
2.  Laurie Kline – Board of Supervisors – Deputy Clerk of the Board – 09/12/13 
– General Fund 
3.  Jacob Martin – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 08/20/13 – General 
Fund 
4.  John Scott – Public Works – Automotive Service Worker - 10/02/13 – Public 
Works Fund 
5.  Rodney Cronk – Sheriff’s Office – Deputy Sheriff Sergeant – 08/13/13 – 
General Fund 
DEPARTMENTAL TRANSFERS: 
6.  William Newman – Sheriff’s Office – From Deputy Sheriff – To Deputy Sheriff 
Sergeant – 09/23/13 – General Fund – Replacing Michael Fane 
7.  Stacie Allison – Finance – From Accountant – To Accountant Senior – 
09/23/13 – General Fund – Replacing Amanda Roady 
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8.  Christopher Heath – Public Works – From Automotive Service Worker – To 
Automotive Mechanic – 09/23/13 – From Public Works Fund – To Fleet 
Management Fund – Replacing Nathaneal Cutter 
OTHER ACTIONS: 
9.  Gary Scales – Superior Court – Judge Pro Tempore – 07/01/13 – From 
General (.75)/Payson Court Commissioner (.25) Funds – To General Fund – 
Change in fund codes 
10.  Athena Gooding – County Attorney – Legal Secretary Lead – 09/09/13 – 
General Fund – Temporary reduction in hours worked 
REQUEST TO POST: 
11.  Public Works – Vehicle and Equipment Mechanic – Position vacated by 
Frank Zupancic 
12.  Public Works – Road Maintenance and Equipment Operator – Position 
vacated by Dennis Dueker 
13.  Public Works – Automotive Mechanic – Position vacated by Clifton Mitchell 
 
SEPTEMBER 24, 2013 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
1.  Christopher Mathews – Public Works – Custodian (.85) – 09/27/13 – 
Facilities Management Fund – DOH 02/14/13 – Resignation 
2.  Angela Harte – Recorder’s Office – Recorder’s Clerk Senior – 09/16/13 – 
General Fund – DOH 07/15/13 - Resignation 
NEW HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
3.  Vanessa Carter – Health and Emergency Services – Animal Care Worker – 
09/30/13 – Rabies Control Fund – Replacing Samantha Dickison 
4.  Jim Stiles – Health and Emergency Services -  Worksite Wellness 
Coordinator – 09/30/13 – Population Health Policy Initiative Fund – Replacing 
Joshua Beck 
5.  Steven McGill – Health and Emergency Services – Rural Addressing Analyst 
– 09/30/13 – General Fund – Replacing Celena Cates  
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
6.  Allison Torres – Community Services – Administrative Clerk Senior – 
09/07/13 –Various Funds – Change in fund codes 
7.  Jennifer Rich – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 09/27/13 – General 
Fund 
8.  Dora Salazar – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 09/27/13 – General 
Fund 
9.  Jennifer Alvarez – Finance – Procurement Administrator – 10/01/13 – 
General Fund 
REQUEST TO POST: 
10.  Public Works – Automotive Service Worker – Position vacated by 
Christopher Heath 
11.  Public Works – Custodian (.85) – Position vacated by Christopher Mathews 
12.  Finance – Accountant – Position vacated by Stacie Allison 

Page 11 of 13 

 



 
I.  Acknowledgment of the August 2013 monthly activity report submitted 
by the Payson Regional Constable's Office.  
 
J.  Acknowledgment of the July 2013 and August 2013 monthly activity 
reports submitted by the Globe Regional Constable's Office.  
 
K.  Acknowledgment of the February 2012, March 2012, and August 2013 
monthly activity reports submitted by the Globe Regional Justice of the 
Peace's Office.  
 
L.  Acknowledgment of the August 2013 monthly activity report 
submitted b y the Clerk of the Superior Court's Office  
 
M.  Approval of the September 3, 2013, Board of Supervisors meeting 
minutes and the September 3, 2013, Board of Equalization meeting 
minutes.  
 
N.  Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been 
approved by the County Manager for the weeks of July 1, 2013, to July 5, 
2013; July 8, 2013, to July 12, 2013; and July 15, 2013, to July 19, 
2013.  
 
O.  Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of 
September 24, 2013, and October 1, 2013.  
 
September 24, 2013 
 
$1,014,218.03 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 256747 
through 256912. 
 
October 1, 2013 
 
$1,471,043.04 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 256913 
through 257070.  (An itemized list of disbursements is permanently on file 
in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 
 
Item 5 – CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit 
to allow individuals to address the Board of Supervisors on any issue 
within the jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors. Board members may 
not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. 
Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), at the 
conclusion of an open call to the public, individual members of the Board 
of Supervisors may respond to criticism made by those who have 
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addressed the Board, may ask staff to review a matter or may ask that a 
matter be put on a future agenda for further discussion and decision at a 
future date.  
 
There were no requests to speak from the public. 
 
Item 6 – At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-
431.02(K), members of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief 
Administrator may present a brief summary of current events. No action 
may be taken on issues presented. 
 
Each Board member and the County Manager presented information on 
current events.   
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 10:57 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  October 8, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              MARIAN E. SHEPPARD 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Marian Sheppard 
Vice-Chairman                                                             Clerk of the Board 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via telephone); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Don E. McDaniel, Jr., County 
Manager; Bryan B. Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal; Marian E. Sheppard, 
Clerk, and Laurie J. Kline, Deputy Clerk 
 
Item 1 – CALL TO ORDER – PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

  
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a special session at 10:30 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.     
 
Item 2 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
A.  Information/Discussion/Action to review all bids submitted for 
Invitation for Bids No. 082213 for the hauling of aggregate materials to 
the Forest Service Road 512 resurfacing project in Young, AZ; award to 
the lowest, responsible and qualified bidder; and authorize the Chairman's 
signature on the award contract for the winning bidder. 
 
Steve Stratton, Public Works Division Director, advised that several months 
ago the County received a RAC (Resource Advisory Committee) grant to 
resurface a portion of Forest Service (FS) Road 512, which is the Young Road.  
On September 17, 2013, the Board of Supervisors authorized the 
advertisement of Invitation for Bids No. 082213 for the FS 512 Road 
resurfacing project in Young, Arizona; the advertisement was published in the 
official County newspaper, the Arizona Silver Belt, in the September 18th and 
25th editions; and on October 2nd the sealed bids were opened and reviewed.  
Mr. Stratton advised that the bid specifications requested that the bidder bid 
by the load because there isn’t a scale at the Tonto Ponderosa Pit.  The County 
received a quote from one bidder that they would be hauling 25.5 tons per 
load, so the Purchasing Department was asked to get a clarification from other 
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bidders as to the number of tons their trucks hold.  After meeting with 
Purchasing staff and the Finance Director, it was decided to disqualify one bid, 
which was submitted by E.W. Parker Enterprises, LLC because a bid bond and 
cashier’s check was not submitted.  It was determined that a contract to haul 
aggregate from the Tonto Ponderosa Pit and the Hatch Pit should be awarded to 
Otto Trucking, Inc. to include a price of $15.35 per ton to haul from the Hatch 
Pit, and a price of $8.66 per ton to haul from the Tonto Ponderosa Pit.  Otto 
Trucking’s trucks hold 25.5 tons.  Mr. Stratton advised that a bulldozer will be 
moved to the Tonto Ponderosa Pit next week to begin pushing dirt in 
preparation for the resurfacing project to begin on October 21st.   
   
All Board members commented that they were pleased that this project will 
soon commence.  Supervisor Marcanti was also pleased with the quotes and 
that so many bids were submitted.  Mr. Stratton replied that he was surprised 
that 5 contractors declined to bid. 
 
Supervisor Marcanti made a motion to award a contract regarding Invitation for 
Bids No. 082213 to Otto Trucking, Inc.  Vice-Chairman Martin asked 
Supervisor Marcanti if he would like to add the name of each pit and the price 
per ton for each pit to his motion, to which he agreed.  Supervisor Marcanti 
amended his motion to award a contract regarding Invitation for Bids No. 
082213 to Otto Trucking, Inc. at $8.60 per ton for the Hatch Pit and $5.35 per 
ton for the Tonto Ponderosa Pit, which was seconded by Vice-Chairman Martin 
and unanimously approved by the Board. 
 
Item 3 – CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit 
to allow individuals to address the Board of Supervisors on any issue 
within the jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors. Board members may 
not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. 
Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), at the 
conclusion of an open call to the public, individual members of the Board 
of Supervisors may respond to criticism made by those who have 
addressed the Board, may ask staff to review a matter or may ask that a 
matter be put on a future agenda for further discussion and decision at a 
future date. 

  
There were no requests to speak from public.  
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 10:46 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
____________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
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ATTEST: 
 
____________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
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BOARD OF EQUALIZATION MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  October 1, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              MARIAN E. SHEPPARD 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Marian Sheppard                                                        
Vice-Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via ITV from Payson); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Deborah Hughes, 
Assessor; Larry Huffer, Chief Appraiser; Joseph Williams, Appraiser (via ITV 
from Payson); and Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board. 
 
Item 1 – CALL TO ORDER  
 
The Gila County Board of Equalization met at 1:35 p.m. this date in the Board 
of Supervisors’ hearing room.   
 
Item 2 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS 
 
A.  1:30 p.m. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a Petition for 
Review of Real Property Valuation that was submitted by Thomas 
Thompson for tax parcel numbers 202-14-015 through 202-14-018, and 
206-19-072.  
 
Tom Thompson advised the Board that he would be presenting the same 
argument for parcels 202-14-015 through 202-14-018.  Parcel number 202-14-
015 was addressed first.  Mr. Thompson provided some history on these 4 
parcels.  The parcels were once an unsuccessful subdivision and afterward   
Dave Thompson purchased the lots with the intent of placing nice cabins on 
them.  He added a big building, a concrete walkway and also some imitation 
rock to enhance the property.  The parcels did not have water, electricity or any 
type of septic system.  At the time Dave Thompson owned the parcels, they 
were priced to sell at $100,000-$150,000 per parcel.  The property later 
became the ownership of the bank and earlier this year Tom Thompson 
purchased 4 parcels of land for $25,000 per lot. Mr. Thompson advised that 
the building is no longer part of the parcels; the owners of the building are 
trying to sell it separately.  The concrete walkway and imitation rocks are 
crumbling.  Mr. Thompson stated that the parcels at present are not worth as 
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much as they were in the past.  He stated that a number of people purchased 
parcels this year for less than the amount he paid.  Mr. Thompson referred to 
the values that the Assessor placed on the properties and the Assessor’s sale 
comparable properties that were used.  He referenced a property that sold in 
2012 and he inquired as to the reason it was not used as one of the Assessor’s 
sale comparables.  Mr. Thompson stated that he knows the property owner, 
who owns two lots and he stated that the owner negotiated a settlement with 
the Assessor’s Office resulting in one parcel being assessed at $30,000 and the 
other parcel being assessed at $10,000.  Mr. Thompson feels that those 
properties are much nicer than his properties.   
 
Larry Huffer, Chief Appraiser, presented pictures of the 4 subject parcels and 
the Assessor’s sale comparable properties located in the Rose Creek Ranch 
Subdivision and 2 properties that are not part of the subdivision.  Mr. Huffer 
read aloud the statutory definition of the “valuation date,” which is outlined in 
A.R.S. §42-11001(18).  He stated that the Assessor’s Office must look at a 
property as of a certain date.  For tax year 2014, the Assessor may not include 
properties as “comparables” that were sold past January 1, 2013.  Mr. Huffer 
reviewed two comparable sales that were used by the Assessor’s Office; parcel 
number 202-14-032 sold in January 1, 2011, for $110,000 or $80,882 per 
acre;  and parcel number 202-14-006 sold on April 1, 2012, for $60,000 or 
$51,724 per acre.  Mr. Huffer advised that over 34% of lot -006 is in a 100-year 
floodplain.  The lot runs along a creek and it is unbuildable.  He also 
referenced a plat map and further stated that lot is in Zone B (for the record, it 
is actually Zone A), which prohibits an individual onsite disposal system being 
placed upon the lot.  Mr. Huffer advised that the person who purchased that lot 
is an owner of two other lots and he purchased lot -006 for $60,000 in order to 
put a gate on the lot in order to close it off. 
 
Mr. Huffer provided additional information on the two lots that were referenced 
by Mr. Thompson.  He stated that the owner originally wanted to purchase the 
triangular parcel, which is a hillside; however, the bank refused that offer and 
stated that 2 parcels must be purchased together.  The other lot is located in a 
floodplain.  The owner agreed to the bank’s offer and he paid a total of $40,000 
for both parcels.  He does not believe that a structure could be built upon the 
floodplain parcel. 
 
Mr. Huffer advised that those parcels are not part of the subdivision and he 
stated “the subject properties are nice buildable lots,” so it is his opinion that 
they are not comparable properties.   
 
Mr. Huffer talked with a person that is marketing lots in this subdivision and 
he learned that as of the spring of this year, the sales prices have dropped.  Mr. 
Huffer added that he gathered additional information.  The drop in sales prices 
occurred after January 1, 2013, so that information cannot be used to 
determine property values for tax year 2014.  Mr. Huffer recommended that the 
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Board of Equalization uphold the Assessor’s opinion on this property and the 
other 3 properties. 
 
A very lengthy discussion ensued as to the geography of Mr. Thompson’s 
properties and the Assessor’s sale comparables.  Chairman Pastor asked if the 
Board should make a separate motion on each parcel, to which Mr. Huffer 
replied in the affirmative. 
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously upheld the Assessor’s opinion of the full cash value of 
parcel number 202-14-015 at $67,371 for tax year 2014. 
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously upheld the Assessor’s opinion of the full cash value of 
parcel number 202-14-016 at $88,749 for tax year 2014. 
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously upheld the Assessor’s opinion of the full cash value of 
parcel number 202-14-017 at $77,736 for tax year 2014. 
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously upheld the Assessor’s opinion of the full cash value of 
parcel number 202-14-018 at $70,610 for tax year 2014. 
 
The Board addressed Assessor’s tax parcel number 206-19-072, which is 
owned by Mr. Thompson. 
 
Mr. Thompson advised that the building located upon this property in Miami is 
known as the Santa Anna Building.  He provided some history of the property.  
In 1996, Gila County owned the building.  Some improvements had been made 
to the building at that time; however, the County decided to sell it.  The 
property was appraised at $55,000; however, Mr. Thompson was the only 
bidder and he purchased it for $45,000.  In 2001, Mr. Thompson sold the 
property for $170,000 and because the new owner was not making the 
payments, Mr. Thompson began proceedings to foreclose on the property in 
2006 and assumed ownership again in 2009.  Mr. Thompson made some 
repairs to the building and last year he had it commercially appraised and it 
was valued at $150,000.  He advised that the Assessor’s Office initially valued 
the property at $535,000; however, it was later lowered to $419,000.   
 
Mr. Huffer proceeded to show pictures of the interior and exterior of the 
building and he stated that the valuation amount of $536,000 was based on a 
cost approach to value.  The Assessor’s Office lowered the value to $419,178 
based on $10 per square foot plus the value of the land.  Mr. Huffer stated, 
“When Mr. Thompson took the property back, he purchased it for $200,000.  
That is what we had it valued last year.  We recommend to lower the value to 
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$5 per square foot, a total of $220,678.”  Mr. Thompson acknowledged that he 
would accept the adjusted amount.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, 
seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the Board unanimously adjusted the full 
cash value on parcel number 206-19-072 to $220,678 for tax year 2014. 
 
Chairman Pastor recessed the meeting for a few minutes and he reconvened 
the meeting at 2:20 p.m. 
 
B. 1:55 p.m. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a Residential 
Petition for Review of Valuation that was submitted by James Donaldson 
for tax parcel number 303-06-065. 
 
Joseph (Joe) Williams, Appraiser, advised that he met with James Donaldson 
at his home to determine if the home is “good” quality or “average” quality.  It 
was determined by Mr. Williams that it is a good quality home.  He referred to 
some pictures of the subject property.  Mr. Williams pointed out these issues:  
the square footage was incorrect, so it has been corrected; and there was some 
damage to the home from bees.  Mr. Williams proposed that the Board of 
Equalization (BOE) lower the full cash value of the subject property from 
$267,677 to $235,389.   
 
Mr. Donaldson stated that he believes the taxes are quite high due to the 
condition of the house, which is 35 years old.  He stated that he should have 
mentioned the comparable homes that were sold in the area for his appeal; 
however, since he did not, he stated, “I can’t fault the County for that.  We are 
willing to accept this recommendation at this time and next year will come 
back with some comparable sales; that is next year.”  He also thanked those 
involved for helping him understand the valuation process and for the BOE 
providing a forum to explain his situation.   
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously lowered the full cash value of parcel number 303-06-065 
to $235,389 for tax year 2014. 
 
C.  2:20 p.m. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a Residential 
Petition for Review of Valuation that was submitted by Gary and Kathleen 
Busenkell for tax parcel number 302-04-030.  
 
Gary Busenkell participated in the hearing by phone.  Mr. Busenkell advised 
that he first appealed the valuation of his property to the Assessor on March 
20, 2013, and he received a determination from the Assessor on July 17, 2013.  
As a result of that determination, on July 29, 2013, he submitted a petition 
requesting a hearing before the BOE with a letter.  Since that time he has had 
a number of discussions with the Assessor’s Office staff and he met with a staff 
appraiser on September 26, 2013.  He stated that the staff has been responsive 
and respectful despite any differences, and he thanked them.  He then advised 
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that some of the issues have been resolved.  His appeal at this point is focused 
on two issues:  1) the house being classified as “average” quality when Mr. 
Busenkell believes it should be classified as “fair”; and 2) the limited selection 
of comparable properties that were used to support the Assessor’s opinion of 
value.  Mr. Busenkell reviewed some properties within the Rim Trail area that 
were not used as comparable properties, which he felt should have been used.  
He pointed out that the home did not have any modern air conditioning or 
heating and he advised that when reviewing the property with Mr. Huffer 
recently; Mr. Huffer was not aware of this fact.  Mr. Busenkell stated, “It’s an 
unheated summer cabin and approaching 60 years old.”  Mr. Busenkell 
concluded by stating that his property is incorrectly rated because he has 
visited 2 other “fair” rated properties.  He wants the Assessor’s equity 
comparables to be modified to either include some “average” rated properties to 
include his neighbors or to expand his list of comparables to include parcels -
026 and 036A, which have been excluded.   
 
Mr. Huffer advised that Mr. Williams chose properties which had the same wall 
construction and roof construction as that of Mr. Busenkell’s property.  Mr. 
Huffer advised that the comparables submitted by Mr. Busenkell are referred to 
as “equity” comparables.  They are actually the full cash values of other 
properties rather than properties that have been sold.  Mr. Huffer proceeded to 
review the comparables provided by Mr. Busenkell.  He advised that parcel 
numbers -021 and -020 are the most comparable to Mr. Busenkell’s property 
with regard to size and construction.  Mr. Huffer stated that Mr. Busenkell’s 
property value falls between those 2 properties’ full cash values at $63.86 per 
square foot.  He advised that the Assessor’s value is derived from a well-known 
cost construction system that is called the Marshall & Swift Residential Cost 
System, and it is based on a cost approach to value.  Mr. Huffer advised that 
the building formerly valued as a garage has since been changed to a storage 
building because the floor structure is wood, which has resulted in a reduction 
being made to the value.  The value was also reduced because the home 
doesn’t have any heating or cooling.  Mr. Huffer stated, “It comes down to one 
major factor, and that is the quality indicator.”  He advised that Assessor 
Deborah Hughes agrees that Mr. Busenkell’s home is of average quality.  Mr. 
Huffer advised that the Assessor’s Office has reduced the full cash value from 
$125,979 to $121,545, and he recommended that the BOE uphold the 
Assessor’s opinion of value.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded 
by Supervisor Marcanti, the Board unanimously upheld the Assessor’s opinion 
of the full cash value of parcel number 302-04-030 at $121,545 for tax year 
2014.   

 
D.  2:45 p.m. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a Petition for 
Review of Real Property Valuation that was submitted by Paradigm Tax 
Group on behalf of Red Deer, LLC for tax parcel numbers 304-72-001 
through 304-72-004, and 304-72-008 through 304-72-014. 
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Brett Griffin, Associate of Paradigm Tax Group, participated in the hearing by 
phone.  Mr. Huffer stated that the Assessor’s Office found 2 sales that were 
close in zoning and size to the subject properties.  Prior to this hearing, Mr. 
Huffer spoke with Mr. Griffin and conveyed this information to him.  Mr. Huffer 
advised that the Assessor’s Office recommends a combined full cash value on 
the subject properties in the amount of $177,112.  Chairman Pastor asked Mr. 
Griffin if he was in agreement with this adjusted amount to which Mr. Griffin 
replied in the affirmative.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by 
Supervisor Marcanti, the Board unanimously adjusted the combined full cash 
value on tax parcel numbers 304-72-001 through 304-72-004, and 304-72-008 
through 304-72-014 to $177,112 for tax year 2014. 
 
Chairman Pastor recessed the meeting for a few minutes and he reconvened 
the meeting at 3:10 p.m. 
 
E.  3:10 p.m. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a Petition for 
Review of Real Property Valuation that was submitted by Frazer Ryan 
Goldberg & Arnold LLP on behalf of Globe Family Associates for tax parcel 
numbers 207-02-012U and 207-02-012M.  
 
Michael Killion, Property Tax Consultant for Frazer Ryan Goldberg & Arnold 
LLP, participated in the hearing by phone on behalf of Globe Family Associates.  
He advised that he received an email from Larry Huffer with the Assessor’s 
recommendation to the BOE to adjust the combined full cash value of the 
subject parcels from $$1,241,799 to $1,158,027.  He asked the Assessor to 
verify the adjusted amount, which was done.  Mr. Killion advised that he spoke 
with the taxpayer he represents, who is in agreement with the adjusted 
amount. 
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously accepted the Assessor’s recommendation to lower the 
combined full cash value of tax parcel numbers 207-02-012U and 207-02-
012M to $1,158,027 for tax year 2014. 
 
F.  3:35 p.m. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a Petition for 
Review of Real Property Valuation that was submitted by D. McCall for 
Strawberry Ridge Estates for tax parcel numbers 301-59-057, 301-59-073 
through 301-59-075, 301-59-077 through 301-59-084, and 301-59-088 
through 301-59-096.   
 
D. McCall advised that in the past 10 years, these lots have sold from 
approximately $2,000 to $200,000 per lot.  Later on they were sold for 
approximately $2,000-$3,000 per lot, and they are now priced to sell at 
$22,000.  He questioned parcel number 301-59-007, which was one of the 
Assessor’s sale comparables.  It was sold by the bank in May 2011 for $14,500 
or $26,364 per acre, and later it sold for $10,000 in 2013.  Mr. Huffer replied 

Page 6 of 8 
 



that the lower sales price perplexed him; however, he explained that it could 
not be included as a comparable sale for tax year 2014 because it was sold 
after January 1, 2013.  Mr. Huffer added that one other sale transpired after 
January 1, 2013, which was for a higher amount and would support the 
Assessor’s opinion of value; however, that sale was also not included as a 
comparable property because it was sold past the valuation date for tax year 
2014.  Mr. Huffer clarified that none of the Assessor’s sale comparables had 
sales dates past January 1, 2013.   
 
In summary, the valuation amounts for each of the subject properties 
increased from tax year 2013 to tax year 2014 because Gila County removed a 
Subdivision Code Violation for properties located within Strawberry Ridge 
Estates.  Due to the removal of the Code Violation, the parcels are valued based 
on comparable sales.  The one comparable sale property that was submitted by 
Mr. McCall, parcel number 301-59-056, could not be used because it was sold 
during the time the Subdivision Code Violation was in effect; therefore, a 
building permit could not be issued on this property.  The subject properties 
were valued by the Assessor’s Office as follows:  1 acre lots and larger are 
valued at $22,519 per acre; and all lots under 1 acre, except parcel number 
301-59-081, are valued at a “site value” of $21,675.  Parcel number 301-59-
083, the smallest of the lots, is valued less at a site value of $19,926.   
 
At this time pictures of the subject properties and the Assessor’s sale 
comparables were handed out and reviewed.  Mr. Huffer stated the sales date, 
sale price, parcel size and price per acre for each of the Assessor’s sale 
comparables and the petitioner’s sale comparable.   
 
Mr. McCall expressed a concern that the Assessor’s sale comparables are not 
as heavily sloped as the subject properties; therefore, they would have a higher 
value.  He also commented that the Assessor’s sale comparables have a lot 
more pine trees than the subject properties.  The slope and geography of each 
property was then reviewed.  Mr. Huffer advised that he has visited most of 
these properties except a couple that are located on Tomahawk Road, and he 
believes they are all heavily sloped, except possibly lot -032D.  Vice-Chairman 
Martin’s opinion from looking at the pictures was that the Assessor’s sale 
comparables are much less sloped than the subject properties.  Mr. McCall 
stated that the size variation between the subject properties and the Assessor’s 
sale comparables are “so dramatic” that a price per acre should not be used.  
Mr. Huffer referenced a point earlier in this conversation when Mr. McCall 
agreed to valuing the properties on a price per acre.  Mr. Huffer stated that a 
price per acre is a standard unit of measure and it is a typical methodology 
that is used to appraise properties.  He acknowledged that the properties vary 
greatly in size.    
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Vice-Chairman Martin suggested that each Board member and staff visit the 
location of the subject properties and the Assessor’s sale comparables before a 
decision would be made to which the other Board members agreed.  
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously continued this agenda item to October 8, 2013, at 10:00 
a.m.  
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Equalization, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 4:03 p.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
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BOARD OF EQUALIZATION MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  October 8, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              MARIAN E. SHEPPARD 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Marian Sheppard                                                        
Vice-Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via ITV from Payson); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Deborah Hughes, 
Assessor; Larry Huffer, Chief Appraiser; and Marian E. Sheppard, Clerk of the 
Board. 
 
Item 1 – CALL TO ORDER  
 
The Gila County Board of Equalization met at 10:00 a.m. this date in the Board 
of Supervisors’ hearing room.   
 
Item 2 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS 
 
A.  Information/Discussion/Action regarding a Petition for Review of Real 
Property Valuation that was submitted by D. McCall for Strawberry Ridge 
Estates for tax parcel numbers 301-59-057, 301-59-073 through 301-59-
075, 301-59-077 through 301-59-084, and 301-59-088 through 301-59-
096.   
 
For the record, this agenda item was continued to this date by a unanimous 
vote of the Board of Equalization (BOE) on October 1, 2013. 
 
Chairman Pastor announced that D. McCall, the petitioner, would participate 
in the hearing by phone.  Vice-Chairman Martin also asked that the record 
reflect that Mike Harper, who is Mr. McCall’s attorney, was also present at the 
hearing in the County’s Payson office. 
 
Mr. McCall stated that due to the steepness and usability of the lots, he feels 
that the subject parcels of land should be appraised separately.  He also added 
that there is a sign posted in the subject area and it puts perspective buyers on 
notice that the area is not yet a buildable subdivision.  For the record:  That 
sign was erected by the County when a Code Violation was issued for the 
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subdivision and the moratorium on building has since been removed.  The road 
is now a County maintained road.  Chairman Pastor responded by stating that 
the only signs he saw in the area were a County road information sign and 
some realtor signs; however, he advised that County staff could go to the 
location and take a picture of the sign.  Larry Huffer, Chief Appraiser, advised 
that he has a picture of the sign that Mr. McCall referenced, and he would 
provide a copy of it to the Board after the meeting.   
 
Mr. Huffer acknowledged the efforts made by Board members to physically view 
the lots before today’s hearing, which was agreed to by the BOE at its October 
1st meeting.  He handed out an updated summary sheet which contains the full 
cash values for the Assessor’s sale comparables, petitioner’s sale comparable, 
summary of values per acre, and remarks from the Assessor’s Office.  He 
emphasized that the full cash values placed upon the subject properties by the 
Assessor are based on comparable properties that have sold in the area.  Mr. 
Huffer advised that this is a multiple parcel appeal and he proceeded to review 
the Assessor’s sale comparables.  He advised that parcel 301-03-032D has 
been removed as one of the Assessor’s sale comparables after further review.  
As a result of that change, the median value per acre has been reduced from 
$26,923 to $26,643.  Mr. Huffer stated that the Board now has to make the 
determination of the values based on the information presented and their site 
visit.  He pointed out that it is interesting that parcel 301-59-039 sold for 
$40,000 in July 2011, and the sales price on that parcel at present is $84,000.  
He reviewed information on a few of the subject parcels.  As an example, he 
pointed out that the Assessor’s opinion of full cash value on parcel 301-59-057 
is $23,420, whereas the petitioner’s opinion of full cash value on that parcel is 
$2,696.  The variances for the remaining parcels were close to the same 
numbers.   
 
Mr. McCall asked Mr. Huffer if he visited the site with any of the Board 
members to which Mr. Huffer replied that he accompanied Supervisor Marcanti 
on the site visit.  Deborah Hughes, Assessor, and Joe Williams, Appraiser, 
accompanied Chairman Pastor. 
 
Mr. McCall advised that he has a problem with the comparable properties that 
were chosen by the Assessor being compared with the subject properties due to 
the size and usability.  He believes that there isn’t any way to get parking 
spaces off the public road for any of the houses on the subject lots, especially 
the higher lots.  He added that the Assessor’s comparable properties contain 
pine trees and buildable lot pads whereas the subject properties don’t have 
them.  Mr. Huffer addressed the issue of pine trees and stated that an owner of 
any of the subject properties would have a great view, and if some pine trees 
got in the way of the view, it would only take removing a few to have a great 
view.   
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Supervisor Marcanti stated that he looked at the properties and his only 
concern is 4 parcels, namely parcels 301-59-057, 301-59-082, 301-59-082, 
and 301-59-084.  The slopes of those lots are extreme, so he feels they are not 
worth as much as the Assessor’s full cash values. He believes that houses 
could be built upon any of these 4 lots; however, it would be difficult and 
expensive to do so.  Vice-Chairman Martin agreed with Supervisor Marcanti.  
Chairman Pastor stated that he was unaware as to the amount of development 
in the area until he visited the site.  He added that buyers are paying a 
considerable amount for the properties and building nice homes.  He agreed 
with Supervisor Marcanti that most of the lots are buildable and he agrees that 
the BOE could look at making adjustments to those 4 properties; however, he 
agrees with the Assessor’s valuations that were placed upon the remaining 
properties.  Further discussion ensued on the subject properties.  Mr. McCall 
expressed his appreciation to the BOE for considering a reduction on the full 
cash values of the 4 properties.  He added that there are 3 other properties 
which he believes would fall into the same category and would require a 
reduction.   
 
Mike Harper, D. McCall’s legal counsel, was concerned that a reduction in the 
full cash value was being considered for only 4 of the subject properties due to 
possibly being unbuildable because all of the properties have steep grades.  He 
supported Mr. McCall’s recommendation that the BOE should value each 
property separately.  He also addressed the sign and stated that it needs to be 
removed immediately because it states that there is a violation and anyone 
reading it would think that all of the lots are unbuildable. 
 
Deborah Hughes, Assessor, agreed that any road signs which refer to the road 
not meeting County standards and not being accepted as a County maintained 
roadway needs to be removed.  With regard to the 4 properties, she stated that 
she would recommend lowering the full cash value on parcels -083 and -084 by 
$10,000 each, and lowering the full cash value on parcels -057 and -082 by 
$5,000 each.  Supervisor Marcanti suggested lowering the full cash values on 
all 4 parcels by $10,000 each.  Chairman Pastor stated that he would agree to 
the recommendations of the other two Board members.  Vice-Chairman Martin 
agreed with the recommendation on the 4 lots, and she stated, “There are other 
lots to look at, but not today.  Those 4; it’s a fairly good compromise.”   
 
Mr. Harper stated that the proposal would be to lower the values of the 4 lots 
by $10,000 each because they would be declared unbuildable.  He added that 
at the time the County code violation was in place, the subject properties were 
valued under $5,000 whereas now the proposal is to reduce the 4 properties by 
$10,000 which would only lower the values to approximately $13,000 each.  He 
stated, “You’ve got 2 different reasons that the lots are unbuildable.  To me, if 
it’s unbuildable because it’s a subdivision violation or it’s unbuildable because 
it’s too steep, you know the valuation would be the same.  To me, the value 
should be down in the range to where they were before.” 
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Chairman Pastor reiterated that it is his opinion that most of the lots are 
buildable and he didn’t want a statement to be included in the Board’s motion 
that the full cash values are being reduced on the 4 properties because they 
are unbuildable.  He said that those 4 properties have been reevaluated, so the 
BOE would be willing to reduce the values at this time as a compromise.  He 
stated, “Who knows?  Somebody could build on them.”  He also added that 
some of the homes in that area have been built on very steep slopes.   
 
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Marcanti, the 
Board unanimously lowered the values by $10,000 each from the full cash 
values placed by the Assessor on parcel numbers 301-59-057, 301-59-082, 
301-59-082, and 301-59-084; and further, the Board upheld the Assessor’s 
opinion of value on the remaining subject parcels for tax year 2014. 
 
Steve Stratton, Public Works Division Director, advised that he would look into 
the issue of the sign and it would be immediately removed if it did have 
something to do with the County’s Code violation as that is no longer in effect. 
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Equalization, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 10:34 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Clerk of the Board 
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ARF-2129     Consent Agenda Item      4. O.             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 10/22/2013  

Reporting
Period:

Report for County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for
Weeks Ending 9-20-13; 9-27-13; and 10-4-13

Submitted For: Jeffrey
Hessenius,
Finance
Director

Submitted By:
Dana Sgroi, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Information
Subject
Report for County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for Weeks Ending
9-20-13; 9-27-13; and 10-4-13.

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by the
County Manager for the weeks of September 16, 2013, to September 20,
2013; September 23, 2013, to September 27, 2013; and September 30, 2013, to
October 4, 2013.

Attachments
County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for Weeks Ending 9-20-13;
9-27-13; and 10-4-13
Professional Consulting Services No. 081613 with Loyola Associates
Service Agreement No. 090613 with Stanley Security Solutions
Service Agreement No. 091013 with Earthquest Plumbing, Inc.
Professional Services Agreement No. 080913-2 with Barbara Stone
Service Agreement No. 091113 with Noble Building LLC
Service Agreement No. 091813-1 with Mountain Retreat Builders
Service Agreement No. 091813-2 with Mountain Retreat Builders
Service Agreement No. 091813-3 with Mountain Retreat Builders
Service Agreement No. 091813-4 with Mountain Retreat Builders
Service Agreement No. 091813-5 with Mountain Retreat Builders
Service Agreement No. 091813-6 with Mountain Retreat Builders
Service Agreement No. 091813-7 with Mountain Retreat Builders
Document Conversion Contract 091413 with Lin-Cum, Inc.
Amendment #4 to Contract No. 091413-1 with Lin-Cum, Inc.
Memorandum of Understanding with eRecording Partners Network, LLC
Memorandum of Understanding with Nationwide Title Clearing
Konica Minolta Service & Maintenance Agreement
Professional Services Agreement No. 080913-4 with North Country Healthcare
Service Agreement No. 090413-2 with Hold Communications



Service Agreement No. 090413-2 with Hold Communications
Extended Warranty Agreement with MegaTronics International Corp.
Amendment No. 2 to Contract 060613 with TD Government Solutions
Amendment No. 1 to Service Agreement No. 040313 with Mary McMullen
Amendment No. 2 to Professional Support Agreement No. GILA-GXY-GL01 with
CommVault
Amendment No 2 to Professional Services Agreement No. HG854246-2 with Lori Burke,
RN, FNP
Estimate No. 1-R8B2VH with Tyco Integrated Security
Service Agreement No. 092513 with Stanley Convergent Security Solutions, Inc.
Service Agreement No. 090313-1 with Michael Wright Real Estate Appraisal
Maintenance Agreement with Interstate Electronics for Schools
Amendment 1 to Contract 051613 with C&M Communications
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COUNTY MANAGER APPROVED CONTRACTS UNDER $50,000 
 
 
September 16, 2013 to September 20, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
081613 

Loyola Associates 
 
  

 
Professional Consulting 

Services Contract No. 081613 
Consulting Services for 

Conducting a Work Session for 
the Gila-Pinal Workforce 

Investment Board  
 

 
Not to exceed 

$5,000.00 
 

 
 

 6-1-13 to 9-30-13  

 
 

9-30-13 

 
 

Expires 

 
Loyola Associates will provide, but not limited to, 
workshops to the Gila/Pinal Workforce 
Investment Board. These workshops will teach 
the WIB members how to be more efficient and 
effective in Board Meetings and assignments. 
 

 
090613 

Stanley Security 
Solutions 

  

 
Service Agreement No. 090613 

Payson Courthouse Security  

 
Not to exceed 

$5,094.83 
 

 
 

9-18-13 to 9-30-13  

 
 

9-4-13 

 
 

Expires 

 
After an initial contract had been executed to 
Stanley Security for the door security at the 
Payson Courthouse, two more doors were added 
per the request of the courts. This new contract is 
to cover the additional costs for the security for 
the two doors. 
 

 
091013 

Earthquest Plumbing, 
Inc. 

  

 
Service Agreement No. 091013 

Clean Out Overflow at Sewer 
Manhole at Globe Jail 

 

 
 

$1,185.00 
 

 
 

9-10-13 to 9-30-13  

 
 

9-18-13 

 
 

Expires 
 

 
The sewer manhole at the Globe jail was 
overflowing and had to be cleaned out. 

 
080913-2 

Barbara Stone, MSW, 
BSN, RN, MSN, FNP-C, 

PMHNP-C 
  

 
Professional Services 

Agreement No. 080913-2 
HIV Care and Services 

 

 
 

Not to exceed 
$10,000.00 

 

 
 

4-1-13 to 3-31-14  

 
 

9-18-13 

 
 

Option to renew 
for five (5) 

additional one (1) 
year periods 

 

 
 
Contractor will provide HIV Care and Services for 
the Payson area. 
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September 23, 2013 to September 27, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
091113 

Noble Building, LLC. 
  

 
Service Agreement No. 091113 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#9515 

 

 
$26,798.07 

 

 
9-25-13 to 6-30-14  

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for the recipients 
home. The need for the weatherization work to be 
done on the recipients  home fits into the Housing 
Department’s mission, “Improving the Quality of 
life for all residents, one life at a time” and vision 
“To live in a world where everyone is self 
sufficient”. 
 

 
091813-1 

Mountain Retreat 
Builders 

 
Service Agreement No. 091813-1 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#9401 

 
 

 
$7,550.00 

 
10-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for HH#9401’s 
home. The need for this weatherization project 
fits into the Housing Departments mission, 
“Improving the quality of life for all residents, one 
life at a time”. 
 

 
091813-2 

Mountain Retreat 
Builders 

 
Service Agreement No. 091813-2 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#9019 

 
 

 
$6,750.00 

 
10-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for HH#9019 
home. The need for this weatherization project 
fits into the Housing Departments mission, 
“Improving the quality of life for all residents, one 
life at a time”. 
 

 
091813-3 

Mountain Retreat 
Builders 

 
Service Agreement No. 091813-3 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#4860 

 
 

 
$6,545.00 

 
10-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for HH#4860 
home. The need for this weatherization project 
fits into the Housing Departments mission, 
“Improving the quality of life for all residents, one 
life at a time”. 
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September 23, 2013 to September 27, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
091813-4 

Mountain Retreat 
Builders 

 
Service Agreement No. 091813-4 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#9301 

 
 

 
$9,800.00 

 
10-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for HH#9301 
home. The need for this weatherization project 
fits into the Housing Departments mission, 
“Improving the quality of life for all residents, one 
life at a time”. 
 

 
091813-5 

Mountain Retreat 
Builders 

 
Service Agreement No. 091813-5 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#8809 

 
 

 
$9,875.75 

 
10-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for HH#8809 
home. The need for this weatherization project 
fits into the Housing Departments mission, 
“Improving the quality of life for all residents, one 
life at a time”. 
 

 
091813-6 

Mountain Retreat 
Builders 

 
Service Agreement No. 091813-6 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#9243 

 
 

 
$11,400.00 

 
10-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for HH#9243 
home. The need for this weatherization project 
fits into the Housing Departments mission, 
“Improving the quality of life for all residents, one 
life at a time”. 
 

 
091813-7 

Mountain Retreat 
Builders 

 
Service Agreement No. 091813-7 

Weatherization Project No. 
HH#8543 

 
 

 
$9,400.00 

 
10-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
The purpose of this weatherization project is to 
improve quality of life, reduce utility costs, and 
improve the health and safety for HH#8543 
home. The need for this weatherization project 
fits into the Housing Departments mission, 
“Improving the quality of life for all residents, one 
life at a time”. 
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September 23, 2013 to September 27, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
091413 

Lin-Cum, Inc. 

 
Document Conversion Services 

Contract No. 091413 

 
 
 

 
$32,209.78 

 
7-1-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
Contractor will provide document conversion 
services for the Clerk of Superior Court.  The 
contractor will pickup and prepare records for 
filming; documents are usually prep-prepared; 
staples removed, etc.  Microfilm archival-process 
and QC.  Microfiche-jacket, title and index.  Store 
original microfiche jackets in Lin-Cum vaults, for 
offsite backup and disaster recovery. 
 
 

 
091413-1 

Lin-Cum, Inc. 

 
Amendment No. 4 to  Contract 

No. 091413-1 

 
 
 

 
$5,000.00 

 
9-15-13 to 6-30-14 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
Contractor will provide document conversion 
services for the Clerk of the Board.  The 
contractor will pickup and prepare records for 
filming; documents are usually prep-prepared; 
staples removed, etc.  Microfilm archival-process 
and QC.  Microfiche-jacket, title and index.  Store 
original microfiche jackets in Lin-Cum vaults, for 
offsite backup and disaster recovery. 
 

 
eRecording Partners 

Network 

 
Memorandum of Understanding 

 
 

 
N/A 

 
N/A 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
This will allow eRecording Partners Network, LLC 
to electronically transfer documents for recording 
and the fees that are associated with it. 
 

 
Nationwide Title 

Clearing 

 
Memorandum of Understanding 

 
 

 
N/A 

 
N/A 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
This will allow eRecording Partners Network, LLC 
to electronically transfer documents for recording 
and the fees that are associated with it. 
 

 
 

Konica Minolta 

 
 

Service & Maintenance 
Agreement 

 
 
 

 
 

$677.04 

 
 

7-1-13 to 6-30-15 

 
 

9-25-13 

 
 

Expires 

 
 
Service & Maintenance Agreement for the 
Bizhub423 copier in the Juvenile Detention 
Department. 
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September 23, 2013 to September 27, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
080913-4 

North Country 
Healthcare 

 
Professional Services 

Agreement No. 080913-4 
HIV Care and Services 

 
 
 

 
Not to exceed 

$6,000.00 

 
 

4-1-13 to 3-31-14 

 
 

9-25-13 

 
Option to renew 

for five (5) 
additional one (1) 

year periods 
 

 
Contractor will provide HIV Care and Services for 
the Payson area. 
 

 
090413-2 

Hold Communications 

 
Service Agreement No. 090413-2  

Globe and Payson Court 
Network/Video Cabling 

 
 
 

 
$2,345.63 

 
9-25-13 to 10-31-13 

 
9-25-13 

 
Expires 

 
Contractor will install local court network cabling 
for connectivity. Provide new locations for 
hardwire connectivity for laptops. Install new 
cable drop for Clerk’s remodeling of front 
counter. 
 

 
 
September 30, 2013 to October 4, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
 

MegaTronics 
International Corp. 

 
 

MegaTrak Extended Warranty 
Agreement 

 

 
 
 

 
 

$4,285.00 

 
 

9-1-13 to 8-31-14 

 
 

10-2-13 

 
 

Expires 
 

 
 
Contractor will provide extended warranty for 
the fuel maintenance system utilized by the 
County.  Fuel access MCU on all fuel tanks and 
service trucks.  

 
060613 

TD Government 
Solutions 

 
Amendment No. 2 to 

Professional Services Contract 
No. 060613 

Operational Review Consultant 

 
 
 

 
$20,000.00 

 
10-1-13 to 12-31-13 

 
10-2-13 

 
Expires 

 
Contract expires 09-30-13. Amendment No. 2 will 
extend the contract term to December 31, 2013 
per the County Managers request. Contractor to 
provide operational reviews as needed to do 
research, collect information, interview County 
staff and present findings and recommendations 
to Gila County. 
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September 30, 2013 to October 4, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
 

040313 
Mary McMullen 

 
 

Amendment No. 1 to Service 
Agreement No. 040313 

WIC High Risk Counseling-
Registered Dietician 

 

 
 
 

 
 

$23,500.00 

 
 

10-1-13 to 9-30-14 

 
 

10-2-13 

 
 

Expires 
 

 
The Gila County Department of Health and 
Emergency Services, through the Grant for the 
Women, Infant and Children Program, is required 
to have a Registered Dietician to provide high risk 
counseling to WIC participants. The contract 
expires on September 30, 2013. Amendment No. 1 
will extend the contract to September 30, 2014, 
and reduces the number of days required for out 
of town training from 7 days to 3 days. 
 

 
GILA-GXY-GL01 

CommVault Systems, Inc. 

 
Amendment No. 2 to 
Professional Support 

Agreement No. GILA-GXY-GL01 
 

 
 
 

 
$19,846.98 

 
11-12-13 to 11-11-

14 

 
10-2-13 

 
Expires 

 
CommVault is responsible for providing all of the 
backing up and restoring of data that the County 
maintains. This includes, email, SQL, databases 
such as those for New World and Recorders and 
department data such as the “I” drive. 
 

 
HG854246-2 

Lori Burke, RN, FNP 

 
Amendment No. 2 to 
Professional Services 

Agreement No. HG854246-2 
Family Planning Consulting & 

Well Child Examination Services 
 

 
 
 

 
$7,500.00 

 
1-1-13 to 12-31-13 

 
10-2-13 

 
Option to renew 

for one additional 
one year period 

 
Reduce current contract amount from $15,000 to 
$7,500, due to decreases in the State contract. 

 
1-R8B2VH 

TYCO Integrated Security 

 
Security Equipment for Globe 

Treasurer’s Office 
 

 
 
 

 
$5,769.98 

 
10-4-13 to 10-3-14 

 
10-2-13 

 
Expires 

 
Contractor shall provide material and labor for 
the installation of security cameras in the Gila 
County Treasurers office in Globe, AZ.  
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September 30, 2013 to October 4, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
 

092513 
Stanley Convergent 

Security Solutions, Inc. 

 
 

Service Agreement No. 092513 
Access Card Software 

Management 
 

 
 
 

 
 

$2,178.05 

 
 

10-2-13 to 10-31-13 

 
 

10-2-13 

 
 

Expires 
 

 
 
Access card system was not responding to card 
activation or de-activaction.  An emergency repair 
was required. 

 
090313-1 

Michael Wright Real 
Estate Appraisal 

 
Service Agreement No. 090313-1  
Appraisals for Various Parcels 
in Winkleman and Hayden, AZ 

 

 
 
 

 
$1,200.00 

 
10-2-13 to 10-15-13 

 
10-2-13 

 
Expires 

 
Contractor will perform appraisals on the 
following: Parcel 101-12-112, Winkelman, AZ, 
Parcel 101-10-029, Hayden, AZ, Parcel 101-07-
162, Hayden, AZ and Parcel 101-09-063, Hayden 
AZ. 

 
AOED011005295 

Interstate Electronics 

 
Maintenance Agreement for 
BizHub C360 copier for Gila 

County School Superintendent 
office 

 

 
 
 

 
$1,464.00 

 
8-23-13 to 8-22-14 

 
10-2-13 

 
Automatically 
renews unless 
cancelled by 
either part 

 
Maintenance Agreement includes all parts and 
labor, excluding damages caused by misuse, abuse 
or negligence. Includes all consumable supplies, 
except paper and staples. 

 
051613 

C&M Communications 

 
Amendment No. 1 to Service 

Agreement No. 051613 
Replace Damanged Antenna on 

Mt. Ord and Install New 
Antenna on Signal Peak  

 

 
 
 

 
$4,637.20 

 
9-4-13 to 13-30-13 

 
10-2-13 

 
Expires 

 
Amendment No. 1 will extend the term of the 
contract from September 3, 2013 to November 
30, 2013 for the installation of new antennae and 
feed line on existing radio communication towers 
on Signal Peak and Mount Ord in place of failed 
antennae, for purposes of relaying radio 
telemetry data for the flood warning system. 

 



















































































































































































































































































































Tcmmie C. Martin, District I 
610 E. Highway 260, Payson, AZ. 85547 
(928) 474-2029 

Michael A. Pastor, District II 
1400 E. Ash St. Globe, AZ. 85501 
(928) 425-3231 Ext. 8753 

John D. Marcanti, District Ill 
1400 E. Ash St. Globe, AZ. 85501 
(928) 425-3231 Ext. 8511 

GILA COUNTY 

SERVICE AGREEMENT NO. 090313-1 

Don E. McDaniel Jr., County Manager 
Phone (928) 425-3231 Ext.8761 

Jeff Hessenius, Finance Director 
Phone(928)402-8743 

1400 E. Ash Street 
Globe, AZ 85501 

APPRAISALS FOR VARIOUS PARCELS IN WINKLEMAN AND HAYDEN, AZ 

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this C ·J- tJ.D day of 0 CTD&.:;-<1_ • 2013, 
by and between Gila County, a political subdivision of the State of Arizona hereinafter designated the 
County, and Michael Wright Reed Estate AgpraisaJ . of the City of Surprise . State of 
Arizona, hereinafter designated the Contractor. 

WITNESSETH: The Contractor, for and in consideration of the sum to be paid him by the County, 
in the manner and at the time hereinafter provided, and of the other covenants and agreement's herein 
contained, hereby agrees, for himself, his heirs, administrators, successors, and assigns as follows: 

ARTICLE 1 - SCOPE OF SERVICES: The Contractor shall provide the services and products listed 
in the Scope of Work below and shall do so in a good, workmanlike and substantial manner and to the 
satisfaction of the County under the direction of the Public Works Director or designee. 

All work performed by the Contractor shall be completed to local codes and regulation per Gila County 
and the State of Arizona and consistent with all Gila County guidelines. 

Scope of Work: Refer to attached Attachment "A" to Service Agreement No. 090313-1 by mention made a 
binding part of this agreement as set forth herein. 

Contractor Fee's: Refer to Attachment "A" to Service Agreement No. 090313-1 by mention made a binding 
part of this agreement as set forth herein. 

ARTICLE 2 - TERMINATION: The County reserves the right to terminate the Contract, in whole 
or in part at any time, when in the best interest of the County, without penalty or recourse. Upon receipt 
of the written notice, the Contractor shall stop all work as directed in the notice. If the contract is 
terminated, the County shall be liable only for the services rendered under this contract and accepted 
material received by the County before the effective date of termination . 
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ARTICLE 3 -INDEMNiFICATION: Contractor shall indemnify, defend, save and hold harmless the 
County of Gila and its officers, officials, agents, and employees (hereinafter referred to as "Indemnitee") 
from and against any and all claims, actions, liabilities, damages, losses, or expenses (including court costs, 
attorneys' fees, and costs of claim processing, investigation and litigation) (hereinafter referred to as 
If Claims") for bodily injury or personal injury (including death), or loss or damage to tangible or intangible 
property caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in part, by the negligent or willful acts or omissions 
of Contractor or any of its owners, officers, directors, agents, employees or subcontractors. This 
indemnity includes any claim or amount arising out of or recovered under the Workers' Compensation 
Law or arising out of the failure of such contractor to conform to any federal, state or loqd law, statute, 
ordinance, rule, regulation or court decree. It is the specific intention of the parties that the Indemnitee 
shall, in all instances, except for Claims arising solely from the negligent or willful acts or omissions of the 
Indemnitee, be indemnified by Contractor from and against any and all claims. It is agreed that Contractor 
will be responsible for primary loss investigation, defense and judgment costs where this indemnification 
is applicable. In consideration of the award of this contract, the Contractor agrees to waive all rights of 
subrogation against_ the County, its officers, officials, agents and employees for losses arising from the 
work performed by the Contractor for the County. 

ARTICLE 4·- INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS: Contractor and subcontractors shall procure and 
maintain until all of their obligations have been discharged, including any warranty periods under this 
Contract are satisfied, insurance against claims for injury to persons or.damage to property which may 
arise from or in connection with the performance of the work hereunder by the Contractor, his agents, 
representatives, employees or subcontractors. 

The insurance requirements herein are minimum requirements for this Contract and in no way limit the 
indemnity covenants contained in this Contract. The County in no way warrants that the minimum limits 
contained herein are sufficient to protect the Contractor from liabilities that might arise o~t of the 
performance of the work under this contract by the Contractor, his agents, representatives, employees or 
subcontractors and Contractor is free to purchase additional insurance as may be determined necessary. 

A. MINIMUM SCOPE AND LIMITS OF INSURANCE: Contractor shall provide coverage with lim.its of 
liability not less than those stated below. 

1. Commercial General Liability- Occurrence Form 
Policy shall include bodily injury, property damage and broad form contractual liability coverage. 
e General Aggregate $2,000,000 
• Products - Completed Operations Aggregate $tOOO,OOO 
• Personal and Advertising Injury $1,000,000 
• Each Occurrence $1,000,000 

a. The policy shall be endorsed to include the following additional insured language: "The 
County of Gila shaJI be named as an additional insured with respect to liability arising 
out of the activities performed by, or on behalf of the Contractor". 

2. Worker's Compensation and Employers' Liability 
VVorkers'Cornpensation 
Employers' Liability 

Each Accident 
- Disease - Each Employee 

Disease - Policy Limit 

Statutory 

$100,000 
$100,000 
$500,000 

a. Policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation against the County of Gila. 

~ -
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3. Professional L!ability (Errors and Omissions Liability) 
Each Claim 
Annual Aggregate 

$1,000,000 
$2,000,000 

a. In the event that the professional liability insurance required by this Contract is written on 
a claims-made basis, Contractor warrants that any retroactive date under the poliqr shall 
precede the effective date of this Contract; and that either continuous coverage will be 
maintained or an extended discovery period will be exercised for a period of two (2) years 
beginning at the time work under this Contract is completed. 

B. ADDmONAL INSURANCE BEQUIREMENTS: The policies shall include, or be endorsed to include, 
the following provisions: 

1. On insurance policies where the County of Gila is named as an additional insured, the County of 
Gila shall be an additional insured to the full limits of liability purchased by the Contractor even 
if those limits of liability are in excess of those required by this Contract. 

2 The Contractor's insurance coverage shall be primary insurance and non-contributory with 
respect to all other available sources. 

3. Coverage provided by the Contractor shall not be limited to the liability assumed under the 
indemnification provisions of this Contract. 

C. NOTICE OF (Al.JCHLLAIION; Each insurance policy required by the insurance provisions of this 
Contract shall provide the required coverage and shall not be suspended, voided, canceled, reduced 
in coverage or endorsed to lower limits except after thirty (30) days prior written notice has been 
given to the County. Such notice shall be sent directly to Gila County Purchasing Department, 
1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ, 85501 or and shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested. 

D. ACCEPTABILITY OF INsuRERS: Insurance is · to be placed with insurers duly licensed or approved 
unlicensed companies in the state of Arizona and with an "A.M. Best" rating of not less than B+ VI. 
The County in no way warrants that the above-required minimum insurer rating is sufficient to 
protect the Contractor from potential insurer insolvency. 

E. VERIFICATION OF COVERAGE: Contractor shall furnish the County with certificates of insurance 
(ACORD form or equivalent approved by the County) as required by this Contract. The certificates 
for each insurance policy are to be signed by a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage 
on its behalf. 

All certificates and endorsements are to be received and approved by the County before work 
commences. Each insurance policy required by this Contract must be in effect at or prior to 
commencement of work under this Contract and remain in effect for the duration of the project. 
Failure to maintain the insurance policies as required by this Contract or to provide evidence of 
renewal is a material breach of contract. 

All certificates required by this Contract shall be sent directly to Gila County Purchasing 
Department, 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ, 85501. or email to .dsgmi@gll.acountyazJ~:ov . The County 
project/contract number and project description shall be noted on the certificate of insurance. The 
County reserves the right to require complete, certified copies of all insurance poJicies required by 
this Contract at any time. 

F. SUBCONTRACTOR,'\; Contractors~ certificate(s) shall include all subcontractors as additional 
insured's under its policies or Contractor shall furnish to the County separate certificates and 
endorsements for each subcontractor. All coverage's for subcontractors shall be subject to the 
minimum requirements identified above. 

-
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G. APPROVAL: Any modification or variation from the insurance requirements in this Contract shall 
be made by the County Attorney, whose decision shall be final. Such action will not require a formal 
Contract amendment, but may be made by administrative action. 

ARTICLE 5 - LEGAL ARIZONA WOIU<ERS ACT COlt.fPLIANCE: Contractor hereby warrants that it 
will at all times during the term of this Contract comply with all federal immigration laws applicable to 
Contractor's employment of its employees, and 1..vith the requirements of A.R.S. § 23-214 (A) (together the 
"State and Federal Immigration Laws"). Contractor shall further ensure that each subcontractor who 
performs any work for Contractor under this contract likewise complies with the State and Federal 
Immigration Laws. County shall have the right at any time to inspect the books and records of Contractor 
and any subcontractor in order to verify such party's compliance with the State and Federal Immigration 
Laws. 
Any breach of Contractor's or any subcontractor's warranty of compliance with the State and Federal 
Immigration Laws, or of any other provision of this section, shall be deemed to be a material breach of this 
Contract subjecting Contractor to penalties up to and including suspension or termination of this Contract. 
If the breach is by a subcontractor, and the subcontract is suspended or terminated as a result, Contractor 
shall be required to take such steps as may be necessary to either self-perform the sen.tices that would 
have been provided under the subcontract or retain a replacement subcontractor as soon as possible so as 
not to delay project completion. 

Contractor shall advise each subcontractor of County's rights, and the subcontractor's obligations, under 
this Article by including a provision in each subcontract substantially in the following form: 
"Subcontractor hereby warrants that it will at all times during the term of this contract comply with all 
federal immigration laws applicable to Subcontractor's employees, and with the requirements of A.R.S. § 
23-214 (A). Subcontractor further agrees that County may inspect the Subcontractor's books and records 
to insure that Subcon.tractor is in compliance with these requirements. Any breach of this paragraph by 
Subcontractor will be deemed to be a material breach of this contract subjecting Subcontractor to 
penalties up to and including suspension or termination of this contract." 

Any additional costs attributable directly or indirectly to remedial action under this Article shall be,the 
responsibility of Contractor. In the event that remedial action under this Article results in delay to one or 
more tasks on the critical path of Contractor's approved construction or critical milestones schedule, such 
period of delay shall be deemed excusable delay for which Contractor shall be entitled to an extension of 
time, but not costs. 

ARTICLE 6 - LAWS AND ORDINANCES: This agreement shall be enforced under the laws of the 
State of Arizona. Contractor shall maintain in current status all Federat State and Local licenses and 
permits required for the operation of the business conducted by the Contractor. The Contractor shall 
comply with the applicable provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (Public Law 101-336, 42 
U.S.C. 12101-12213) and applicable federal regulations under the Act. 

ARTICLE 7- ANTI-TERRORISlV! WARRANTY: Pursuant to A.R.S. § 35-393.06(8) and 35-
301.06(A) the Contractor certifies that it does not have scrutinized business operations in Iran or Sudan 
and that they are in compliance with the Export Administration Act and not on the Excluded Parties List 

ARTICLE 8 - CANCELLATION: This agreement is subject to cancellation pursuant to A.R.S. §38-
511. If the Agreement is terminated, the county shall be liable only for payment for services rendered and 
accepted material received by the County before the effective date of termination. 

- - -
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ARTICLE 9- RELATIOI\lSHIP OF THE PARTIES: Contractor is an independent contractor of the 
County. Contractor represents that he has or will secure, at his own expense, all personnel required in 
performing the services· under this contract. Such personnel shall not be employees of or have any 
contractual relationship with the County. All personnel engaged in work under this contract shall be fully 
qualified and shall be authorized or permitted under State and local law to perform such services. 
Contractor warrants that he has obtained or will obtain Worker's Compensation Insurance for his 
employees working on this contract and L'lat any subcontractors will likewise obtain Worker's 
Compensation Insurance for of their employees working on this contract It is further agreed by 
Contractor that he shall obey all state and federal statutes, rules, and regulations which are applicable to 
provisions of the services cal1ed for herein. Neither Contractor nor any employee of the Contractor shall 
be deemed an officer, employee, or agent of the County. 

ARTICLE 10- NON-APPROPRIATIONS CLAUSE: Contractor acknowledges that the County is a 
governmental entity, and the contract validity is based upon the availability of public funding under its 
authority. In the event that public funds are unavailable and not appropriated for the performance of 
County's obJigations under this contract, then this contract shall automatically expire without penalty to 
County after written notice to Contractor of the unavailability and non-appropriation of public funds. It is 
expressly agreed that the County shall only activate this non-appropriation provision as an emergency 
fiScal measure. The County shall not activate this non-appropriation provision for its convenience, to 
circumvent the requirements of this contract, or to enable the County to contract with another Contractor 
for the same supplies or services covered under this Addendum. 

ARTICLE 11 - ENTIRE CONTRACT CLAUSE: The Contractor and the County have read this 
Contract and agree to be bound by all of its terms, and further agree that it constitutes the entire contract 
between the two parties and may only be modified by a written mutual contract signed by the parties. No 
oral agreement or oral provision outside this Contract shall have any force or effect. 

ARTICLE 12- NON-WAIVER OF ENFORCEA.BILITY: Failure of the County to enforce, at any time, 
any of the provisions of this Contract, or to request at any time performance by Contractor of any of the 
provisions hereof, shall in no way be construed to be a waiver of such provisions, nor in any way affect the 
validity of this contract or any part thereof, or the right of the County to enforce each and every provision 

ARTICLE 13- GOVERNING LAW: Both parties agree that this Contract shaH be governed by the 
laws of the state of Arizona. The parties further agree that the jurisdiction for any legal disputes arising 
out of this Contract shall be the Superior Court of the State of Arizona. The parties agree that even if this 
Contract does not specifically reference any provision required by state or federal law, those state and 
federally required provisions are incorporated into this Contract by this reference as though they were 
specifically listed herein. 

ARTICLE 14- TERFr!: Contract shall be effective on the date it is awarded and be in full force and 
effect through October 15, 2013. 
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ARTICLE 15 - PADIENT /BILLING: Contractor shall be paid a flat fee of $1.200.00 for 
completion of the projects as outlined in the Scope of Services. 

All invoices shall be submitted to Gila County Accounts Payable, 1400 E. Ash St, Globe, Arizona and 
include the following information: 

• Purchase Order Number 
Uill Contract Number 
• Invoice Number 
Ill Service Location 
• Vendor Name and Address 
El Description of Service 

Any alterations to the scope of work resulting in a change in cost must have prior written approval by the 
County. Any unauthorized work may result in non-payment to the vendor. 

Gila County employs a "Net 15" payment term for services meaning the payment .will be issued fifteen 
(15) days from the date the County receives the invoice from the Contractor. Purchase orders sent to the 
Contractor reflect these tenns and conditions. 

The Contractor shall have a current I.R.S. W-9 form on file with the County unless not required by law. 
The County shall not remit payment if the Contractor does not have a current W-9. 

IN VIITNESS \IVHEREOF, Service Agreement No. 090313-1 has been duly executed by the parties 
hereinabove named, on the date and year first above written. 

GILA COUNTY 

oate: -~-..,o~/~-T-/J....;..z.IL..~-
1 1 

MICHA*"J~ 

Slgna(;j 'ckJ L u1 1 II 
Print Name ' J 

.. 
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ATTACHMENT 11 A" TO SERVICE AGREEMENT NO. 090313 - 1 
PAGE 1 OF 1 

Michael Wright 
Michael Wright RIE Appraisal 
P.O. Box 7396 
Surprise, AZ 8537 4 

Betty Hurst 
Gila County Finance Department 

Ms. Hurst, 

September 3, 2013 

We propose to appraise the properties identified below for the following 'fees: 

Gila County Parce1101-·12-112, Winkleman, AZ 
Gila County Parcel1 01 ··1 0-029, Hayden, AZ 
Gila County Parcel 1 01-07-162, Hayden, AZ 
Gila County Parcel101-09-063, Hayden, AZ 

$300.00 
$300.00 
$300.00 
$300.00 

The appraisals will consist of narrative summary appraisal reports completed 
within the parameters of state regulations and the Uniform Code of Professional 
Appraisal Practice and subject to the appraisers Statement of Limiting Conditions 
and Certification. They are to be completed in approximately 5 business days. 

If these terms are acceptable, please sign below to show your consent: 

Signaturelh.~ Date: /14-i.? 
Name: Don E. McDaniel, Jr. , County Mana.ger 

My contact information is listed below if you have any further questions. 

Michael Wright 
Appraiser, AZ #31268 
P.O. Box 7396 
Surprise, AZ 85374 
Phone:623-810-4846 
Fax: 623-321-5901 
Email: m1~iaht94@c9x.net 
V\lebsite: http://mvvri(lhtre§2Qraiser.('..om 
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